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Highlights of this Issue 


Railroads’ Emergency Rate Plea Set f , 


I.C.C. acts promptly on motion for immediate 
7 per cent rate increase filed in pending rate 
structure investigation coupled with earlier 
request of roads for a 15 per cent rate hike. 
Division 2 of I.C.C. will hold November 26 hear- 
ing. Entire I.C.C. membership will go to Chicago 
to hear argument on the motion on December 
3. Washington hearing for purpose of cross-ex- 
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aminatT y Tr Oz Aea@e in con- 
nection with 15 per cent increase postponed 
from January 15 to January 24, 1957, and Salt 
Lake City regional hearing set for February 4, 
1957. Shipper pressure for ‘full hearings’ instead 
of modified procedure expressed in petitions. 
Lack of accommodations in Chicago in November 
and December may bring change in hearing site. 
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Clean Car Data, Motor Carrier Claims Statistics Reported 


National Joint Clean Car Committee says re- 
checks in 28 communities reduced percentage 
of dirty cars from 17.6 to 12.7 per cent of cars 


released. National Freight Claim Council of 


American Trucking Associations reports increase 


in claim payments for first half of 1956. 
Pages 29 and 33 


L. A. Chamber of Commerce Urges Transport Tax Repeal Effort 


Circularizes commerce and transport organiza- 
tions in western states asking attendance at 


Washington hearing on excise tax structure by 
House ways and means subcommittee Nov. 26. 


Page 37 


Supreme Court Affirms Exemption for Frozen Fruits, Vegetables 


In per curiam decision on appeal from district 
court in Washington, high court takes no note 


of I.C.C. view that broadening agricultural ex- 
emption causes ‘unrestrained rate competition.’ 


Page 69 


‘Non-Op’ Unions Get Wage Increases Totaling 26'2 Cents an Hour 


Three-year contract gives workers pay hike of 10 


same date in 1957 and 1958, with 2%4-cent an 


cents an hour on Nov. 1 and 7 cents an hour on hour medical, surgical payments for dependents. 


Table of Contents pace 3 


Page 76 


° Late News PAGE 15 


Y¥SMAGAZINE 


ee re © 


ne cePrerctragmyin mmamecveneta eine: ba 


woeatahien 


iY ae 





A ‘picture window" car 
for looking In => 


not out 


Our “Telavue” car with a Plexiglas side 
shows what happens to contents under 
operating conditions. It is an important 
employee-training tool in our careful 
handling program and helps our freight 
specialists improve loading and shipping 
methods. The car is an example of how we 
continually experiment to give finer service 


to our customers. 
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IMPACT SPEED 
INDICATOR 


Car has Impact-speed Indicator 

and a “Thermometer” which registers 
SAFE, QUESTIONABLE, OF DAMAGING 
—to record results of coupling with 
another car at varying speeds. 


- 
. Southern Pacific 


if 
D. J. Russell, President, San Francisco « The West’s Largest Transportation System 





ovember 10, 1956 


SPECIAL 
DRIVER 
TRAINING... 


McLean Trucking Company maintains its own driver training school— 
one of the few in the entire industry. All new drivers receive a 
thorough 5-month training course devoted to safe driving, plus 
courtesy and customer relations. And, a 3-day refresher 


course is given each year. The result is better, faster and 


ndicator 


registers safer transportation service for you because the men who 


MAGING 


ing with move your cargo know their jobs. It’s another “plus” 
speeds. z , 
service and safety advantage you enjoy when 


you specify McLean! 


Write for your free copy of Mclean’s new 
“Mobile Equipment” folder SPG-8. It’s an 
easy-to-read table of capacities, dimensions 
and other data on principal types of avail- 
able Mclean equipment. McLean Trucking 
Company, Dept. TW, Box 213, Winston- 
Salem, N. C. 





Matson’s agents in Honolulu 
to serve you 


Cc. B. SCHRADER JERRY TARUTANI 


JOHN VERNAY 
Supervisor, 


: HARRY KAWAMOTO JIM BOYD 
Freight Sales 


Freight Traffic Representatives 


These five shipping specialists contact your cus- 

tomers in Honolulu to make sure that they get 

full benefit of Matson’s specialized freight serv- 

ice. They are there to give on-the-spot attention 

to your customers . . . to see that your goods move 
easily, efficiently, economically. Matson’s freight service is designed especially 
for shipping to and from the Hawaiian Islands: frequent sailings, finest 
refrigeration, faster delivery, scientific damage prevention. 


Matson Lines Offers Shippers a Modern Fleet of 24 Express Freighters 
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Wi OUTBOUND SAILINGS TO HAWAII 


San Francisco Bay —2 sailings each week 
Los Angeles — weekly 
Puget Sound — every 14-21 days via Columbia River 
and every 35 days direct 
Columbia River — every 14-21 days 
Pacific Northwest lumber service — every 30 days 
*Atiantic and Gulf ports — every 14 days 


Mi HOMEBOUND SAILINGS FROM HAWAII 


San Francisco and Los Angeles — weekly 
Columbia River — every 35 days 
Puget Sound — every 14-21 days 
*Atlantic ports — every 14 days 

*Gulf ports — every 30 days 


* Matson-Isthmian joint service 
Pacific Coast ports including British Columbia — monthly 
x DN A ™ et Operators of the 
. » /\/VY S and 
a « MARIPOSA 
THE OCEANIC STEAMSHIP COMPANY 
Offices: Sanfrancisco * LosAngeles * NewYork * Chicago 


WE SAILINGS TO AND FROM AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND VIA TAHITI, SAMOA AND FiJl 
luxury liners LURLINE 
MATSON NAVIGATION COMPANY 
Seattle ¢ Portland * Vancouver, B.C. 
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Industry’s largest, for real 
stretch-out comfort. All-new 
seat design permits adjustment 
of back cushion and seat height, 
plus normal slide positioning. 


FULL-OPENING HOOD 
Exclusive!—Can be raised full 
90° for easiest, fastest engine 
servicing, half-way for routine 
oil and water checks. 


Tandem models up 
to 46,000 ibs. G.V.W. 
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e NEW giant-power V-8 engines! 
e NEW higher load capacities! 


Get set to profit from a great new kind of truck— 
with more V-8 power and more payload capacity— 
with more eager-to-go snap than any other make 
on the road! 


From 204-hp. pick-ups to 232-hp. tandems, today’s 
new low-priced V-8 Dodge Power Giants deliver 
more truck per dollar—and more profitable pay- 
loads—in every weight class, 4,250 lbs. G.V.W. to 
65,000 Ibs. G.C.W. 


New short-stroke Chrysler-engineered V-8’s— with 
exclusive Power-Dome combustion— give you more 
miles per gallon, full power on regular gas. Increased 
power in famous, dependable Dodge 6’s, too. 


4 pick-up models, 
up to 8,800 Ibs. G.V.W 


Tractor models 
up to 65,000 Ibs. G.C.W. 


e NEW push-button driving! 
e NEW Forward Look styling! 


Push-button automatic transmission is still another 
great plus you get only in new Dodge Power Giants.* 
First in any truck! Simple, sure, trouble-free. Just 
push a button, shifting is automatic. 


Test-drive a Power Giant—V-8 or 6—soon! Get 
your Dodge dealer’s deal before you decide on your 
new truck. 


*Available on low-tonnage and forward-control models. 


DODGE TRUCKS 


WITH THE FORWARD LOOK 


Cab and 


delivery chassis chassis models 





120,000 pounds of 
SUGAR 


100,000 pounds of 
STARCH 
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35 tons of 
CHEMICALS 


1,000 CWT of 
FLOUR 


AND MANY OTHERS IN ONE PACKAGE 


Save! Ship in Bulk via Airslide® Cars 


The Airslide Car is designed and built for materials 
never before successfully shipped in conventional 
covered hopper cars. The Airslide Car has been 
proved by more than 3 years of continuous use in 
all climatic conditions all over the country. 
Over 2000 Airslide Cars are now in use or on 


order. They require no re-spotting, provide far 
more clearance for unloading and can be unloaded 
into any conveying system as fast as the system 
permits. If such requirements are important to 
you, write today for full information about General 
American’s new Airslide Car. 


CLEAN INTERIOR DESIGN—AIl-welded construction—no in- 
terior carlines or other protuberances. Provides maximum sanitation 
and minimum product retention. All loading hatches and discharge 


outlets provide a hermetic seal. 
AIRSLIDE 


GENERAL AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION 
135 South La Salle Street + Chicago 90, Illinois * Service Offices 
In Principal Cities * Service Plants Throughout The Country 





November 10, 1956 


EDITORIAL 


The Public Servant 


E WERE IRRESISTIBLY reminded of the late Com- 

missioner Eastman’s “‘primer’’ for the guidance of 
members of such bodies as the Interstate Commerce 
Commission by the remarks of the Commission’s present 
Chairman, Mr. Arpaia, in his address before the board of 
directors of the American Trucking Associations in New 
York City late in October. 


We quote the concluding paragraphs of his address, 
which he entitled, “A Progress Report—Adapting Regula- 
tion to the Dynamics of Transportation,” because they repre- 
sent the views of a public servant who has won the respect 
of his colleagues and of members of Congress for his forth- 
tight attitude. Said Chairman Arpaia, anent the reward 
which the public servant might expect: 


“Now, a final observation, if you will permit it. While 
one in public service may desire others to have illusions 
about it, I can assure you, he himself has none. He is 
quite often depressed by the feeling that the most construc- 
tive things he has done will never be noticed but that this 
is not likly to be true of his worst. His only chance of 
contentment will be that in spite of intermediate vagaries 
in the wisdom of his decisions, the ultimate course will be 
in the right direction. 


“In one respect a servant of the people is like the 
Apostle—he ‘dies daily.’ While it is and should be a 
privilege to occupy public office, public servants must fre- 
quently suffer in silence the most outrageous imputations 
upon their intelligence, their aims, their sincerity and even 
their common honesty. In spite of this, a public official 
dedicates himself to his tasks—and particularly is that true 
in the 1.C.C._—feeling that he must find satisfaction in his 
daily problems and in striving to do his part worth‘ly. 
This is his one reward, and it is an abundant one: That his 
friends and associates believe that he has wrought with a 
sincere purpose.” 


E think Chairman Arpaia’s statement discloses an 
objectivity which human beings seldom achieve 
about themselves and their labors. His remarks include an 
admission of imperfection of man-made decisions, and they 
point to the loneliness of men in positions of leadership, 
and to the obligation of silence often imposed on such men 
when to answer a critic would be to prejudice a matter over 
which they have jurisdiction. Mr. Arpaia’s words also give 
expression to the courage which, in the final analysis, is the 
factor by which each industrious human being of noble aims 
holds to the course so that at least those closest to him may 
know, in the words of Chairman Arpaia, that he has 
“wrought with a sincere purpose.” 
The “primer” which the late Commissioner Eastman 
developed as he reviewed his 25 years of service with the 
Commission, and which he laid before the members of the 


and Sincerity of Purpose 


District of Columbia Chapter of the Association of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission Practitioners on February 17, 
1944, when the chapter honored him at a dinner in celebra- 
tion of his silver anniversary as a member of the I.C.C,, 
was largely concerned with an objective statement of the 
duties, responsibilities and needs of the. members of the 
Commission. In that same objective vein, Mr. Eastman 
placed as the eighth point in his “‘primer’’ the virtue of 
moral courage. As to this he said: 


“Moral courage is, of course, a prime qualification, but 
there are often misapprehensions as to when it is shown. 
The thing that takes courage is to make a decision or take 
a position which may react seriously in some way upon the 
one who makes or takes it. It requires no courage to 
incur disapproval, unless those who disapprove have the 
desire and power to cause such a result. Power is not a 
permanent but a shifting thing. I can well remember the 
time when it was a dangerous thing to incur the displeasure 
of bankers, but there has been no danger in this since 1932. 
It became a greater danger to incur the displeasure of farm 
or labor organizations. There is nothing more important 
than to curb the abuse of power, wherever it may reside, and 
power is always subject to abuse.” 


E do not repeat Mr. Eastman’s thought at this time 

with any particular situation in mind. Indeed, 
Chairman Arpaia himself said in his New York address 
that very little pressure was being exerted on the Commis- 
sion at this time. 

But, as Chairman Arpaia also observed, there is much 
reference to the ‘new’ Commission because of the almost 
complete change in its membership in the past few years. 
It is good, therefore, to know that this “‘new’’ Commission 
is imbued with the traditions of the ‘‘old’’ Commission, as 
the chairman assured his audience in New York. It is only 
human to desire assurance, now and then, concerning things 
which are important to us in our daily work, even if we take 
some of those things for granted. 


A concept of public service such as that voiced by the 
I.C.C. chairman so closely in line with the concept of Mr, 
Eastman’s—whose pronouncements are, perhaps, more often 
quoted than those of any individual who has served as a 
member of the Commission—gives solid foundation to the 
anticipation that the I.C.C. will continue on its traditional 
course in the application of its basic statute, and with an 
awareness—as the chairman indicated—of changed condi- 
tions. In each I.C.C. decision, some one must “lose,” in 
the sense that his contentions are not accepted by the Com- 
mission. But if the I.C.C. adheres to the principles of the 
law by which it was established, the one who loses today 
may be glad tomorrow to find the principle still respected 
—this time, mayhap, in his favor. At least he will always 
know the direction in which the I.C.C. is moving. 
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In this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader interest, ; 
specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service department, will furnis 
references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of application of tariff schedule 
and practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man, but to hel 
him in his work, nor do we undertake to render legal opinions. 
answer any question that does not seem to be of general interest or that may appear to us unwix 
to answer or too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. 


Undercharges— 


Liability of Consignor for Charges 

In Addition to Those Prepaid Where 
No Recourse Clause of Bill of Lading 
Is Executed 


Question—Connecticut 


We would appreciate your comments 
concerning a shipment which was made 
on a prepaid basis and the consignor had 
signed section 7 of the bill of lading. 
The initial freight charges assessed by 
the carrier were in error, in that an 
undercharge existed, due to an erroneous 
rate application. The balance due bill, 
portraying legally correct tariff charges, 
was prepared and the shipper has refused 
to honor same, contending that he had 
executed section 7 of the bill of lading, 
and insists that any balance due should 
be collected from the consignee. 


Answer 


In New York, N. H. & H. R. Co. v. 
California Fruit Growers Exchange, 5 
A. 2d 353, it was pointed out that the 
uniform bill of lading prescribed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission accords 
the consignor the privilege of absolving 
himself from liability for freight charges 
by executing the non-recourse, section 
7, clause. In its decision in Illinois 
Steel Co. v. Baltimore & O. R. R. Co., 
320 U. S. 508, the court held that the 
consignee was liable for additional 
charges at destination accruing on the 
shipment, notwithstanding that the ship- 
ment was prepaid, as the consignor had 
signed the non-recourse clause. 


However, a statement by the court in 
the Illinois Steel case indicates that this 
case does not cover the entire subject 
of the liability of the consignor signing 
the non-recourse clause and at the same 
time prepaying the charges. The state- 
ment we have in mind reads as follows: 

“In the special circumstances of this 
case we have no occasion to consider the 
broader contention of petitioner that the 
prepayment clause contemplated an 
undertaking upon his part to pay only 
the amount of freight charges specified 
on the face of the bill of lading, whether 
or not they were computed at the lawful 
rate on the shipments as tendered and 
billed.” 

Even though the Supreme Court did 
not delve into the entire subject in the 
Illinois Steel case, the United States 
district court, in Chicago Great Western 
Ry. v. Hopkins, 48 F. Supp. 60, ruled 
that where both the non-recourse clause 
and the prepay clause in the bill of 
lading are signed, it must be assumed 
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attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscribers, 
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The right is reserved to refuse 


that the shipper and the carrier inten 
that both provisions should be vital ani 
any apparent inconsistency reconcile 
and effect given to both, and that wher 
a consignee accepts such a shipment wit} 
knowledge that he must respond fo 
any deficiency in the freight charges 
delivery to and acceptance by the con 
signee under bill of lading carrying th 
signed non-recourse and prepay clauses 
relieves the consignor from liability. 


Bi | 





Limitation of Actions— 


Overcharges— 
Shipments to Canada 


Question—Canada 


We would appreciate your checkin 
your answer to Wisconsin, under th 
above caption, which appeared on page 
6 of the October 13, 1956, issue o 
TRAFFIC WORLD. 


The judgment rendered by Mr. Justice 
Wilson, 66 C.R.C. 109, dealt with the car- 
rier’s liability relating to the measure 
of damages to goods. 


We are of the opinion that the limita- 
tion of action for the collection of over- 
charges by the consignee from a Cana- 
dian carrier and/or the collection of un- 
dercharges by a Canadian carrier from 
a Canadian consignee will be governed 
by the provisions of the law in effect 
in the province where an action is 
brought and, therefore, such action will 
not be governed by the statute of limita- 
tions under the interstate commerce act 


The question of court action for the 
collection of charges due differs from 
that of the measure of damages com- 
puted on the basis of a contract made 
by a United States’ shipper under tht 
provisions of a uniform  domestit 
straight bill of lading. 


The Canadian Provincial statutes limil 
the time within which an action at lav 
may be commenced to collect a debt ana 
if it is not commenced within the time 
specified after the cause of action ac 
crued, the right is lost—that is, barred by) 
the statute. We believe that, in the 
Province of Ontario, action must be 
brought within six years after the caust 
of action accrues. In the Province 0 
Quebec, our understanding is that the 
limitation is five years. 


Answer 


The cause of action for charges col- 
lected in excess of the published tarif 
rate accrues when the overcharges are 
collected and, in the absence of any 
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power to award reparation in Part I g 
the interstate commerce act, either th 
laws of the state of Wisconsin or th 
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( 
province of destination in Canada mus b- 
govern. be us 
We realize that the subject of 66 CR ¢Mairple 
109 was damage to goods. However, thi on t! 
case appears to make a clear statemenia Na 
of the facts to be considered whef varie 
determining which statute of limitation] plane 
applies and we are still of the opinig MM tanks 
that those facts must be considered. 
. ; Liab 
Tariff Interpretation— ; 
Use to Which Article Is Put Not B 
Determinative of Applicable Rate 
But May Be Considered in Determining Que 
Nature of Article 
Wi 
Question—California _ 
The shipment in question was describe & the | 
on the bill of lading as aluminum tank pick 
18 gauge or thicker, KD. The shippe & bout 
endorsed the bill of lading “item 8g79 Sc 
of Consolidated Freight Classificatia§% pen 
No. 21 applies.” was 
It was stated that these tanks wen spit 
to be used on airplanes and could b& We 
described as airplane wing tanks, as thif hav 
was the predominate use. cow 
It is contended that, as these tank § sta 
were especially manufactured for us — Und 
on airplanes, they should be classifie § ref 
as airplane parts, N.O.I.B.N., as show ™ Uni 


in item 4730 of Consolidated Freight 









cles shipped were intended for purposé 
other than as fish nets did not rendé 
inapplicable the rate otherwise specif 
cally established and in force for the 
transportation of the articles shippe 
The nature of a commodity, not its pur 
chase or sale price, the commercial de 
mand for it, or the use to which it is 
put, determines the applicable ral 
thereon. Union Smelting & Refining © 


Classification No. 21. V 
We would appreciate your opinion a § rec 
to which item is applicable. ee 
sib) 
Answer A 
The Commission has consistently founi y 
that it is the character of an article fron§ 
a transportation standpoint, and not th @ in 
use to which it shall be put, that deter ® re 
mines the rate or rating applicabk § G: 
Brown & Brown v. Boston & Maine RR, § St. 
266 I.C.C. 310, 312. an 
However, the use may be considera § 
in determining the nature of the com " 
modity. Green Lumber Co. v. Gulf é re 
Ship Island R.R. 258 LC.C. 625, 6339 3 
Carrollton Excelsior & Fuel Co. v. South: rs 
ern Ry. Co., 211 I.C.C. 271. In the las§ ™ 
referred to case, the Commission said ‘ 
“While the use to which commoditie § ;,, 
are put without a difference in the arti: 
cles themselves and without a dissimi 
larity in the conditions under which the B 
transportation is performed is not a law: * 
ful basis for a difference in rates @ : 
controlling as to their applicability, 1 — ™ 
difference in the use of a commodity ma § ! 
be considered in determining the natur § * 
of the commodity shipped.” e 
However, it has been held that it 5 
necessarily the predominate use whid f 
should determine the character of tlt § « 
shipment, and not the isolated am@ 
sporadic use to which it may sometimé ‘ 
be put after it has been shipped to ii : 
intended destination. Linen Thread Oo, § , 
Inc. v. Pope & Talbot, Inc., 256 Ico 
79. In this case the Commission sait: § | 
“Disclosure or admission that the art , 
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y, Pennsylvania R. Co. 152 ILC.C. 434, 
and others.” ; 

In our opinion, if the tanks in question 
are of such a nature that they can only 
be used as aircraft tanks, the rating on 
airplane parts, N.O.L.B.N., will apply. 
on the other hand, if they are of such 
a nature that they can be used in a 
variety of places, one being as an air- 
plane tank, the rating on aluminum 
tanks will apply. 


Liability of Carrier— 


For Refusing to Furnish Services 
Because of Strikes 


Question—Georgia 


We have read several opinions regard- 
ing the legal responsibility and duty of 
railroads to make switching of cars on 
the tracks of an industry, which is being 
picketed or on strike, inbound and out- 
bound. 

Some time ago, we heard of a case in 
Tennessee, where the railroad involved 
was obligated to make switch delivery in 
spite of labor disturbances short of riot. 
We cannot recall whether the case we 
have in mind was in the Federal or State 
courts, and it might have been an Inter- 
state Commerce Commission decision. We 
understand that this question has been 
referred to the Supreme Court of the 
United States for decision, and, of course, 
this would be the answer. 


We would appreciate your reviewing 
recent law and decisions on this sub- 
ject, including the Tennessee case, if pos- 
sible, 


Answer 


We cannot locate a case of this nature 
in the state of Tennessee courts. A fairly 
recent case of the same nature is Pacific 
Gamble Robinson Co. v. Minneapolis & 
St. L. R. Co., 134 F.Supp. 849. This was 
an action for damages due to the rail- 
way’s failure to switch cars to complain- 
ant’s strikebound plant for loading and 
shipment of perishable fruits and vege- 
tables and other stock. A judgment of the 
district court for complainant was af- 
firmed, except as to damages and the 
case remanded to the district court for 
determination and award of damages, 
interest and attorney’s fees. 


Another case of the same nature is 
Beck & Gregg Hardware Co. v. Cook, 82 
S. E. 2d 4. This case was an action by a 
hardware wholesaler against motor com- 
mon carriers and union members to en- 
join the carriers from refusing to furnish 
services, as required by law of common 
carriers, to wholesaler, who was being 
picketed, and to enjoin union members 
from inducing carriers’ employes to re- 
fuse to handle wholesaler’s freight. The 
Supreme Court of Georgia held that 
carriers, who had voluntarily entered into 
contract with employes by which em- 
ployes would not be required to cross 
union picket lines, should have been en- 
joined from operating on state highways, 
Until such time as they should have re- 
stored to the shipper all services normal- 


ly and customarily furnished by such 
carriers. 


Some of the cases before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission on this sub- 
ject are: Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc. 
Vv. Chicago, M. St. P. & P. Ry. Co., 268 
LC.C. 257; Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc. 
Vv. Santa Fe Trail Transp. Co., 42 M.C.C. 
212; and Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc. 
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$1575 precision oscilloscopes 


travel safely from coast to coast 
in Gaylord corrugated boxes. 


NO PREMIUM 
FOR CONFIDENCE 


Electronic equipment has a 
high price tag, but the box 


that carries it need not have. 


Shippers of widely-diversified 
precious cargoes place their 
confidence in Gaylord pack- 
aging ingenuity. They're often 
amazed at the economy of the 
box that does the job. 


r 
CORRUGATED AND SOLID FIBRE BOXES } our nearby Gaylord packag- 


FOLDING CARTONS « KRAFT PAPER AND SPECIALTIES + . Hf. fi 
KRAFT BAGS AND SACKS ing engineer ojfers you COnji- 


dence at nopremium. Call him. 


GAYLORD CONTAINER CORPORATION * ST. LOUIS 

























































MOVING TIP FOR TRAFFIC MANAGERS: 


Mayflower’s Expert Attention 
Helps Keep Your Men On The Job 


@ Moving long-distance without their husbands on hand to super- 
vise could be a great ordeal to many wives. But when you employ 
Mayflower to handle their moves, you can assure them that May- 
flower will take over the fu/l responsibility. That’s because Mayflower 
men are so well trained, so thoroughly experienced, and so com- 
pletely equipped. Nothing is left to chance. That’s why you can send 
your men on ahead to their new jobs without delay, and without 
causing family hardship. So, call your local Mayflower agent when- 
ever you have personnel to move! 



















AERO MAYFLOWER TRANSIT COMPANY, INC. + INDIANAPOLIS 


Mayf lower 
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v. Consolidated Freightways, 42 Mog 
225. 

In July, 1953, the federal district coy, 
at Portland, Ore., held that 54 trangpo, 
tation firms were liable for damage 
sought to be recovered by Montgomer 
Ward & Co., Inc., because of isolatig 
from transportation in 1941, because of , 
strike. 

At the present time, a case is befop 
the Commission in MC-C-1922, Galves 
ton Truck Line v. Ada Motor Lines, Ine 
et al., involving the defendants’ refus, 
to accept freight tendered by Galvesto 
Truck Line to those carriers under th 
terms of a joint tariff. 

To our knowledge, none of these case 
has been appealed to the Supreme Cour 

















Claims— 


Inclusion of Remote 
Or Speculative Damages 


Question—New Jersey 


We would appreciate your opinion { 
connection with a shipment damage 
in transit, which was returned to th 
manufacturer’s factory by the carrie 
under the provision of claim rule 10 
for repairs to restore goods to an ao 
ceptable condition for the consignee. 

The usual costs of handling, inspectior 
testing, repairing, further testing an 
reshipping are computed for claim. On 
point of interest arises at this poin 
Normally, the manufacturing facilitis 
are utilized for processing goods, ani 
these goods, when sold, earn a profi 
When production time is taken to repat 
damaged goods, we lose the normal us 
of production facilities and, therefore, » 
have a loss of our normal profit. 

Would we be entitled to add our nor 
mal margin of profit to the claim fe 
damage? Would it make any differenc 
if the consignee entered the claim, afte 
we invoiced him for the usual costs ani 
a profit? 

Answer 


Paragraph (b) of Freight Claim Ru) 
108 provides that “Freight damaged it 
transit and which is returned to initid 
or intermediate point for repairs, credi 
or sale shall be handled without reve 
nue provided return movement is mad§ 
via the same route as when forwarded 
reference to original billing to be show 
on return billing.” 

The question of profit is not the profi 
on the goods repaired, as there was n¢é 
a lost profit on those goods if the con 
signee accepted them after they wer 
reconditioned. The profit you have i 
mind would be that on the goods th# 
would have been manufactured by tk 
repair crew if they had not been taka 
off production and assigned to repairig 
the damaged merchandise. 

In an action against a carrier for it 
jury to property transported, no recovel 
for remote or speculative damages 5 
permissible. R. Co. v. Peters, 83 & 
559; Texas & P. Ry. Co. v. Randle, 4 
S.W. 348; American Ry. Exp. Co. ! 
Steinberg, 270 S.W. 765; Ft. Worth é 
D.C. Ry. Co. v. Willie S. & J. B. Ikam 
Co., 140 S.W. 502; Ohio West Va. ie 
v. Chesapeake & O. Ry., 124 SE. 587, 
Wibert v. New York, etc. R. Co., } 
Barb. 36 (affirmed 12 N.Y. 245); Bennell 
v. Drew, 16 N.Y.S. 355. 

We can locate no case in point. Hor 
ever, it is doubtful that a carrier c# 
be held liable for the loss of profits d 
the nature you have in mind, as thes 
are, in our opinion, in the nature d 
remote or speculative damages. 
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Truck Line Says Suspension 
Board’s Action Prevents 


Merger, Rights Conversion 


Crouch Bros., Inc., motor carrier 
respondent in the Commission’s pro- 
ceeding, I. and S. M-9034, Rules and 
Rates of Crouch Bros., Inc., has 
petitioned the Commission for re- 
consideration of an order of the 
LC.C. Board of Suspension suspend- 
ing tariff schedules proposing to es- 
tablish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates and charges and 
rules and regulations affecting such 
rates and charges, between points in 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Mis- 
souri, Oklahoma, and Nebraska 
(T.W., Oct. 20,, p. 69). 


The respondent carrier asked that the 
poard’s order be vacated and set aside, 
or, in the alternative, that the suspension 
order be vacated, the investigation con- 
tinued, and the scope of the investigation 
broadened to include as respondents all 
those carriers which had competitive 
rates published on the considered traffic. 


The respondent said it now operated as 
a contract carrier under schedules of 
minimum rates on file with the Com- 
mission, and added that the Commission 
had granted it authority to change its 
status from that of a contract carrier to 
a common carrier, and that it had also 
been authorized to merge its operations 
into those of Wagner Freight Lines, Inc., 
@ motor common carrier of general 
freight operating over both regular and 
irregular routes. It said that Wagner had 
been authorized to purchase certain of 
the assets and operating authority of 
Cleo Crouch, doing business as Pony Ex- 
press, adding that, in effect, it was the 
intention of the parties to three Com- 
mission proceedings involved to consoli- 
date the separate operations of Crouch 
Bros., Inc., Cleo Crouch, and Wagner into 
a single operation, with Wagner as the 
surviving corporation. 


Reason for Conversion 


The respondent Crouch Bros. said the 
main reason why it sought to convert 
its operations to common carriage was 
to enable it to be in a position to merge 
its operations into those of Wagner and 
to effect the operating economies and 
efficiencies resulting from such a combi- 
nation. 


It said that action of the Board of 
Suspension would suspend and investi- 
gate four of its proposed tariff rules in 
their entirety and portions of two other 
rules, and would suspend and investi- 
gate approximately 150 of the 200 in- 
dividual rates proposed by the respond- 
ent. It said that large volumes of 
freight moved under certain of the rates 
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not suspended, whereas some of the 


suspended rates were relatively unim- 
portant to the respondent revenue-wise. 

“Considered as a whole, however,” the 
respondent continued, “the action of the 
Suspension Board effectively prevents the 
conversion of the respondent for the 
full seven-month statutory period and 
probably thereafter until a final decision 
can be made in regard to the suspended 
rates. 

Traffic Loss Seen 


“While the entire tariff was not sus- 
pended, Wagner would stand to lose a 
substantial amount of the traffic pre- 
viously enjoyed by respondent because of 
its inability to name competitive com- 
modity rates on the specific commodities 
authorized to be transported by respond- 
ent. 

“This traffic, in the opinion of respond- 
ent, would be diverted to competing car- 
riers, i.e., motor common, motor contract, 
rail, and rail ‘piggyback’, naming rates 
on the same level or a lower level than 
those proposed by respondent.” 

Because of the Suspension Board’s ac- 
tion, the respondent said, it was placed 
in the “anomalous position of being 
unable to comply with an order of the 
Commission finding the conversion of 
respondent to common carriage and 
merger into Wagner to be wholly con- 
sistent with the public interest.” 

Suspension of the rates had not ac- 
complished anything except to delay the 
merger. the respondent said, and added: 

“The only protestant recognized this 
unusual situation and agreed at a con- 
ference with the board that the best 
solution to the entire problem was to 
permit the tariff to go into effect and 
investigate it along with the publications 
of other carriers, contract or common, 
which are competing for this traffic.” 


Site of Hearing on New Rail 
Rate Plea May Be Changed 


Confronted with a lack of facilities 
at Chicago for conducting the hearing 
and oral argument which had been set 
for November 26 and December 3, re- 
spectively, on a motion of eastern and 
western railroads for an emergency 7 
per cent freight rate increase, the Com- 
mission on November 8 was attempting 
to obtain facilities in other midwestern 
cities. 

A livestock exposition and cattle show 
and other meetings in Chicago will leave 
the city on those dates without available 
lodging quarters and without rooms 
adequate to accommodate those ex- 
pected to attend the hearing and argu- 
ment. 

The motion for the 7 per cent emer- 
gency increase was filed in Ex Parte 
206, Increased Freight Rates, Eastern 
and Western Territories, 1956. 


(See earlier story on page 23) 






15 


& ke & he we es 


I Le eee 
TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWS TOO LATE TO CLASSIFY IN THIS ISSUE 





Chairman Arpaia Takes Issue 
With ‘Pessimistic’ Attitude 
Of Railroad Managements 


Chairman Arpaia, in a speech at 
Houston, Tex., November 8, said that 
railroad managers “throughout their 
history” had tended to be pessimistic 
and foreboding in their outlook, but 
that in his opinion the railroads had 
reason to be optimistic. The persist- 
ence of the attitude of railroad man- 
agers, he said, “has led some laconi- 
cally to observe that there are prob- 
lem railroads rather than a railroad 
problem ” 


Chairman Arpaia was the principal 
speaker at a dinner in the Shamrock 
Hilton hotel, in Houston, sponsored by 
the Harris County Houston Ship Channel 
Navigation District, Houston Port Bu- 
reau, Inc., Houston Chamber of Com- 
merce, Traffic Club of Houston, Women’s 
Traffic Club of Houston, Houston Chap- 
ter of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation 
Fraternity, Railway Business Women’s 
Association, Houston Chapter of the Na- 
tional Defense Transportation Associa- 
tion, Houston Freight Carriers, Texas 
Industrial Traffic League, Texas Railroad 
Association, Texas Manufacturers As- 
sociation and the Texas Port Associa- 
tion. 


Chairman Arpaia said that the exces- 
sive preoccupation of the railroads with 
a sense of injury, to the neglect of im- 
mediate factors within their control, had 
a pointless and distressing influence on 
the railroads. 


“One doesn’t move forward preaching 
gloom; and pessimism is hardly the 
way to inspire confidence in employes, 
shippers, passengers and the general 
public,” he said. 


Optimistic Outlook 


Chairman Arpaia said that in his opin- 
ion, railroads had reason to be op- 
timistic. 

“In 1955, they alone transported 631.4 
billion ton miles of freight,” he said. 
“This was more traffic than was trans- 
ported by all forms of domestic trans- 
portation combined—public, private and 
exempt—in 1939. They could have trans- 
ported even more if they had had enough 
freight cars.” 

Chairman Arpaia said that there were 
some fundamental problems that faced 
“all regulated transportation” but that 
they were due to the “inequality of the 
application of regulation because the 
share of non-regulated for-hire trans- 
portation is growing disproportionately.” 

“Common carriers have not had the 
opportunity to participate fully in the 
economic expansion which has taken 
place in the last several years, to the 
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A message from a distinguished soldier: GENERAL JAMES A. VAN FLEET 


Why our National Security 
Depends on Strong Railroads 


“The railroads of the United States are a great basic 
military asset. They are as much a part of the mili- 
tary strength of the nation as our Army, Navy, Air 
Force, and Marines, because none of these great 
armed services could long operate without the logisti- 
cal support which railroads provide.” 

So says General James A. Van Fleet, U. S. Army 
(Ret.), former Commander of the 8th Army in Korea. 
“Therefore,” he points out, “we have now and al- 
ways will have vital need for strong, vigorous, pro- 
gressive railroads, with reserves of traffic capacity 


and trained manpower upon which the Armed Forces 
can draw for their own combat and strategic require- 
ments. To maintain such a rail plant in readiness, it 
must be used in peacetime.” 


That’s one vital reason why it is important to you 
— and to the nation — that our public policies should 
give to railroads equal treatment and opportunity 
with other forms of transportation. Then each form 
can do for you the things which it does best, and 
America’s modern railroads will be able to serve you 
with increasing efficiency and economy. 


ASSOCIATION OF 


AMERICAN RAILROADS 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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disadvantage of the general public as 
well as carriers themselves,” he said. 

“Purthermore, if it is true that cer- 
tain forms of transportation do not bear 
enough of the cost of publicly-provided 
facilities, they should know that these 
are not matters within the province of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

“They are policy matters within the 
jurisdiction of the states, other agencies 
and the Congress. They should be 
soundly examined and presented as such 
in a statesmanlike manner, without 
dramatics or temporization. If they are, 
then the public will be less confused 
and there will be greater likelihood of 
their treatment and correction. 

“Under existing law, we on the Com- 
mission do not and should not permit 
favored treatment for any carrier or any 
type of carriers. Carriers should com- 
pete in the American tradition—fairly. 
The test is the effect on the national 
interest and public welfare.- But, to 
preserve sound transportation does not 
mean that every competitor must be 
saved against his own mistakes or bad 
judgment. It merely means that no 
competitor has a license to ruin a serv- 
ice which has been certified as needed 
by the public without permanent bene- 
fit to himself or the public. This ap- 
plies to rail against rail, motor against 
motor, water against water, and be- 
tween them. 

“Under present conditions, the eco- 
nomic health and development of this 
country needs a balanced transportation 
system. We have had an example of the 
consequences of unrestrained competi- 
tion. At one time, the rails practically 
knocked out intercoastal water service 
which, in addition to its contribution 
to our economic welfare, is of vital 
importance to our national security. It 
took an act of Congress to check the 
damage. Section 4(2) of the act was 
passed in order to prevent the rails from 
achieving complete elimination of water 
competition. It was designed to prevent 
the railroads from recouping their losses, 
at shippers’ expense, by increasing their 
rates after they had driven water car- 
riers out of business though severe rate 
cutting. Must this history be repeated? 

“Such unrestrained practices would do 
the same to existing competitive services. 
Only this time there will be no oppor- 
tunity of recoupment since knocking out 
organized and regulated motor transport, 
for example, would be in vain. It would 
be replaced by disorganized transporta- 
tion and unregulated trucks. The rev- 
enue lost in the process would be ir- 
retrievably gone. 

“Rates would have to stay down. 'The 
minimum rates would become the maxi- 
mum rates and, during and after the 
process, the stability and relationship 
of rates so important to industry and 
business would be destroyed. Chaotic 
conditions would arise in the market 
place. Furthermore, in this futile en- 
deavor, railroads would become weaker 
and consequently less efficeint. 

“They would be left only with that 
traffic which by its nature is tied to the 
rails. Would that traffic be able to stand 
the increased cost of this kind of ad- 
venturing? Would this country be able 
to prosper without every mode of trans- 
portation at its highest efficiency? Would 
Houston have become the great center of 
the Southwest without adequate water, 
motor and air service in addition to fine 
rail service? 

“Fair competition has maintained 
service and rates at an equitable level. 
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And, more important, there are no in- 
direct costs to the taxpayers through 
deficits as there are under public owner- 
ship in other countries. In this country 
the government collects, it does not pay 
out. It receives about 2% billion dollars 
annually in federal, state and local taxes 
from carriers under the jurisdiction of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
alone. 

“Sharp competition is beneficial. It 
was not until competition became a 
reality that the rails were stimulated 
into making pronounced improvements 
and effecting economies. The diesel was 
invented in 1904. It took the railroads 
more than 40 years to discover it. This 
is only one illustration of what the spur 
of competition did. It is only within the 
past decade or so that the technique of 
automation and other efficiency-produc- 
ing and labor-saving devices have been 
actively adapted to rail puposes. 

“What has regulation accomplished? 
Briefly, rates are reasonable and all in- 
dividuals and localities have had a 
chance to expand and develop. But, the 
real proof of the pudding is that, al- 
though there are and have been inade- 
quacies, we have the finest transporta- 
tion in the world and virtually the only 
one under private ownership.” 

In the course of his address, after 
quoting earlier statements made by rail- 
road executives, before and after regula- 
tion, Chairman Arpaia said that he 
would “get current.” He turned to com- 
ment on a New York Central Railroad 
advertisement which had appeared in a 
number of newspapers and magazines 
which, he said, decried the plight of the 
railroads, and the Central in particular. 
Said the chairman: 

“Now, in 1956, less than a month ago, 
the New York Central, in a full page 
advertisement in national magazines and 
newspapers, summons Malenkov of Rus- 
sia as its chief witness to say: “Thank 
you, America, for what you’re doing to 
your railroads!’ It goes on to decry the 
plight of American railroads in general, 
and the Now York Central in particular. 
Whatever other objective it has served, 
I don’t know, but I do know that it 
has brought a rash of communications 
saying many bitter and probably unjust 
things about Mr. Robert Young and the 
New York Central and a few equally 
caustic and unjust things about the 
Interstate Commerce Commission.” 


Ex Parte 206 Petitions Seek 


Hearings, General Procedure 


The Blue Diamond Corporation, of 
Los Angeles, Calif., and Agrashell, Inc., 
also of Los Angeles, in petition, filed in 
Ex Parte No. 206, Increased Freight Rates, 
Eastern and Western Territories, 1956, 
made public by the Commission Novem- 
ber 8, asked the I.C.C. to handle re- 
quests of eastern and western railroads 
for a 15 per cent “rate of return” freight 
rate increase under its general rules of 
procedure with regional hearings. 

Agrashell, Inc., asked the Commission 
to vacate its order of October 1, insofar 
as it prescribed special rules of practice 
and procedure, and, in lieu thereof, au- 
thorize the application of the Commis- 
sion’s general rules of practice and proce- 
dure and provide for regional hearings 
for the purpose of obtaining testimony 


of interested parties and for cross-. 


examination of petitioners’ witnesses. It 
said there was no dire emergency facing 
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the railroads to justify the prescription 

of special rules of procedure as con- 

— with the general rules of proce- 
ure. 

The Blue Diamond Corporation asked 
the Commission to modify its order of 
October 1 to the extent necessary to 
assure that full hearing might be ac- 
corded all parties and a “proper and 
complete record obtained by the Com- 
mission as an absolutely necessary pre- 
requisite to a determination of the 
all-important issues herein put before 
the Commission.” 

The Commission issued an order in the 
proceeding November 7, acting on similar 
requests in other petitions, providing for 
a hearing at Salt Lake City on February 
4, in addition to the hearing now set 
for January 24 in Washington, D.C. The 
Salt Lake City hearing is to provide for 
the cross-examining of persons filing 
verified statements. 


(See earlier story on page 23) 


Fibre Box Industry Opposes 
Extension of Free Transport 


Rule to Additional Points 


The Fibre Box Association and 142 
manufacturers of fibre shipping con- 
tainers, described as constituting 
the greater part of the fibre box in- 
dustry of the United States, have 
petitioned the Commission for sus- 
pension of rail tariffs proposing to 
extend to seven additional shipping 
points alleged unlawful rates and 
practices in connection with ship- 
ment of numerous household appli- 
ances in metal-rack containers. 


Published to become effective No- 
vember 15, the proposal, according to the 
protestants, provides “a scheme of free 
transportation and free return of metal 
rack shipping containers” which was un- 
lawfully discriminatory and prejudicial 
to fibre box manufacturers, shippers 
using fibre shipping containers for 
household appliances, and the household 
appliance traffic moving in fibre shipping 
containers. 

The protested tariff was identified as 
supplement 3 to Agent H. R. Hinsch’s 
tariff I.C.C. No. 4735, applicable on house- 
hold appliances from Appliance Park 
and Louisville, Ky.; Columbus, Dayton, 
and Moraine, O.; Evansville, Ind.; Peoria, 
Ill.; St. Joseph, Mich., and Springfield, 
Mass., to destinations generally through- 
out the United States and Canada. 

Earlier, the same protestants petitioned 
the Commission for investigation of al- 
leged unlawful rates, charges, rules and 
practices provided by Agent Hinsch’s 
tariff I.C.C. No. 4735, which became effec- 
tive July 17 (T.W., Nov. 3, p. 16). In 
asking for that investigation, the peti- 
tioners said the Hinsch tariff, in provid- 
ing free transportation and free return 
of the metal-rack shipping containers 
from Moraine and Dayton, O., was in 
violation of sections 2 and 3 of the inter- 
state commerce act. They said the 
railroads contemporaneously assessed 
charges against shipments in other types 
of shipping containers, including fibre 
boxes, on the basis of the weight of 
both the contents and the container. 

In their petition for suspension of 
supplement 3 to Agent Hinsch’s tariff No. 
4735, extending the free transportation 
provisions (originally applicable only 
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from Dayton and Moraine) to Appliance 
Park, Louisville, Columbus, Evansville, 
Peoria, St. Joseph, and Springfield, the 
petitioners asserted that the alleged 
“scheme of free transportation” also vio- 
lated various provisions of section 1 of 
the act. 


“The railroad rates and _ charges 
under the free transportation scheme 
provided by the Hinsch tariff are re- 
duced to unremunerative levels and in 
some cases are reduced to below the 
out-of-pocket cost of performing the 
transportation,” the protestants said. 

They added that supplement 3 to the 
Hinsch tariff “is but evidence that the 
unlawful preferences and concessions 
provided in the Hinsch tariff are sure 
to spread throughout the whole rate 
structure unless: that tariff is investi- 
gated and the unlawful charges and 
practices thereunder are promptly con- 
demned.” 

“The grave harm threatened by the 
Hinsch tariff must not be allowed to 
spread,” the protestants said. 





Central Western Shippers 


Board to Meet in Denver 


About 300 shippers and receivers of 
freight from seven central western states 
will discuss the transportation outlook 
at a meeting of the Central Western 
Shippers Advisory Board, November 19 
and 20, in the Cosmopolitan hotel, 
Denver, Colo., the board has announced. 

Major General James E. Briggs, otf 
Denver, superintendent of the U.S. Air 
Force Academy, will be the principal 
speaker. He will speak at a luncheon 
at the final session of the meeting. Ralph 
E. Clark, of Washington, D.C., manager 
of the closed car section of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, will report 
on the current national transportation 
situation. R. W. Bagby, of Beatrice, 
Neb., general chairman of the board and 
traffic manager of Dempster Mill Manu- 
facturing Co., will preside at the meet- 
ing. He will be assisted by W. G. Koplin, 
of Salt Lake City, Utah, vice-general 
chairman of the board and traffic man- 
ager of the Salt Lake Hardware Co. 


Of special interest as an indicator of 
the general business outlook in the 
central western territory, the board said, 
would be a report on freight carloading 
anticipated in the last quarter of this 
year by Dallas L. Cook, of Denver, gen- 
eral secretary of the board and director 
of the transportation department of the 
Denver Chamber of Commerce. 





N.M.B. Continues Its Good 
Offices in ‘Ops’ Dispute 


The three members of the National 
Mediation Board who were in Chicago 
continuing their efforts to bring about 
a wage agreement between the railroads 
and four of the operating brotherhoods 
had resumed their efforts on November 
7, it was learned at the board’s offices 
in Washington November 8. 


It was pointed out that, as the meet- 
ings in Chicago had been recessed for 
election day, November 6, and the pre- 
ceding day, there had been little time 
in which to “get down to” the issues. 

The unions involved in the negotia- 
tion of a new contract are the Brother- 
hood of Railway Trainmen; the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and 
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Enginemen; and Order of Railroad 
Conductors and Brakemen, and the 
Switchmen’s Union of North America. 

Leverett Edwards, chairman of the 
N.M.B, and Francis A. O’Neil, Jr., and 
Robert O. Boyd, members of the board— 
the three making up the entire mem- 
bership of the board—were in Chicago 
to mediate in the dispute. 





American Coal Shipping 
Seeks to Buy Ship Line 


American Coal Shipping, Inc., the 
$50-million corporation organized by 
coal producers, the United Mine Work- 
ers and the principal coal-hauling rail- 
roads to acquire ships and enter the 
export coal shipping business, is nego- 
tiating with Bull Steamship Co. for 
purchase of the steamship company’s 
fleet of vessels. 

This fact was confirmed November 
& by W. C. Brewer, of New York City, 
president of A.C.S. 

At the time of its formation, it was 
announced that the aim of A.C.S. would 
be to promote export coal trade “on the 
broadest possible basis.” (T.W., June 
16, pp. 18 and 23). 

Acting on an application made by 
A.C.S., the Federal Maritime Board has 
recommended to the Secretary of Com- 
merce that the new corporation be per- 
mitted to charter 30 Liberty-type vessels 
from the government for use in the ex- 
port coal trade. A.C.S. indicated to the 
board, in the course of the hearing on 
its application, that it might be neces- 
sary for it to ask authority to charter 
50 additional vessels (T.W., Oct. 6, p. 25). 





Carloadings Totaled 800,272 
In Week Ended November 3 


Loading of revenue freight the week 
ended November 3 totaled 800,272 cars, 
the Association of American Railroads 
has announced. This was a decrease of 
3,989 cars, or five-tenths of one per cent, 
below the corresponding week in 1955, 
but an increase of 104,246 cars, or 15 
per cent, above the corresponding week 
in 1954. 

Loadings in the week ended November 
3 were 16,531 cars, or 2 per cent, below 
the preceding week. 

Coal loading amounted to 144,659, cars, 
an increase of 6,636 cars above the cor- 
responding week a year ago, but a 
decrease of 1,848 cars below the preced- 
ing week this year, the A.AR. said. 
adding: 


Miscellaneous freight loading totaled 388,- 
205 cars, a decrease of 14,791 cars below the 
corresponding week last year, and a decrease 
of 5,470 cars below the preceding week this 
year. 

Loading of merchandise less than carload 
freight totaled 62,065 cars, a decrease of 3,169 
cars below the corresponding week in 1955, 
but an increase of 33 cars above the preced- 
ing week this year. 

Grain and grain products loadings totaled 
55,886 cars, an increase of 549 cars above the 
corresponding week in 1955, but a decrease 
of 477 cars below the preceding week this 
year. In the Western Districts, grain and 
grain products loadings for the week of 
November 3 totaled 32,005 cars, a decrease 
of 550 cars below the same 1955 week, and a 
decrease of two cars below the preceding 
1956 week. 

Livestock loading amounted to 12,743 cars, 
a decrease of 1,843 cars below the corre- 
sponding week in 1955, and a decrease of 
1,127 cars below the preceding week this 
year. In the Western Districts, loading of 
livestock for the week of November 3 totaled 
10,743 cars, a decrease of 1,574 cars below 
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the same week a year ago, and a dec 
of 882 cars below the preceding week this 
year. 

Forest products loadings totaled 43 
cars, a decrease of 1,635 cars below a year 
ago, and a decrease of 659 cars below a wee, 
ago. 

Ore loading amounted to 80,854 cars, ap 
increase of 11,378 cars above last year, byt 
a decrease of 6,854 cars below last week. 

Coke loading amounted to 12,300 cars, 4 
decrease of 1,114 cars below a year ago. 
and a decrease of 129 cars below the pre. 
vious week this year. 

All districts reported decreases compared 
with the corresponding week in 1955, ex 
the Allegheny, Pocahontas and Northwest. 
ern. All reported increases compared with 
the corresponding week in 1954, except the 
Central Western. 


Cumulative Loadings 


1956 1955 1954 

Four weeks of Jan. 2,712,773 2,504,652 2,489 
Four weeks of Feb. 2,750,654 2,555,887 2,461,745 
Five weeks of Mar. 3,516,774 3,256,171 3,011,188 
Four weeks of Apr. 2,969,285 2,756,853 2,493,78) 
Four weeks of May 3,115,458 3,045,017 2,696,753 

Five weeks of June 3,862,468 3,761,514 3,348 
Four weeks of July 2,396,583 3,015, 2,632,005 
Four weeks of Aug. 2,915,560 3,093,611 2,708,18% 
Five weeks of Sept. 3,938,336 3,938,203 3,433,103 
Four weeks of Oct. 3,283,755 3,281,863 2,906,42 
Week of Nov. 3 800,272 804,261 696,02 
Total 32,261,918 32,013,496 28,877,571 





Argument Set for Dec. 11 


In Express Surcharge Case 


The Commission has assigned its in- 
vestigation proceeding, No. 32035, In- 
creased Express Charges in Eastern Ter- 
ritory, for oral argument before the 
Commission in Washington, D.C., a 
December 11. 

The notice issued in the case said that 
parties desiring to participate in the oral 
argument must request an allotment of 
time at least 10 days before the assigned 
date, directing such request to the Com- 
mission’s Secretary. 


The Railway Express Agency, Inc., on 
behalf of eastern railroads, petitioned the 
Commission for investigation into the 
adequacy of express rates and charges 
and asked for a 15 per cent surcharge 
on less-carload shipments originating and 
terminating within the territory served 
by the eastern railroads (T.W., Aug. 25, 
p. 27). Later the Commission instituted 
the investigation (T.W., Sept. 8, p. 40) 


The Railway Express Agency and rail- 
road Officials offered testimony in sup- 
port of the agency’s surcharge proposal 
at a hearing conducted by Examiner 
L. H. Dishman in Washington on Octo- 
ber 30, 31, and November 1 (T.W., Nov 
3, p. 76). 


The express and rail testimony was 
concluded on October 31 and was fol- 
lowed by the testimony of shipper 
group and federal agency representa: 
tives in opposition to the increase it 
less-carload charges that would resuli 
from the 15 per cent surcharge if it be 
came effective. 


These protestant groups included tht 
retail department stores as represente( 
by the Traffic Group of the Nationa 
Retail Dry Goods Association; the US. 
Department of Agriculture’s marketing 
service; the fish and wildlife service of 
the Department of the Interior; the 
Oyster Institute of America, of Annap- 
olis, Md.; the Sea Food Packers Ass0- 
ciation, of Salisbury, Md.; the Society of 


American Florists, representing the 
florist industry in Eastern Territory, 
and Dennis Water Cress, Inc., of 


Martinsburg, W.Va. 

Examiner Dishman said that briefs 
would be due on December 3 and that 
there would be no proposed report. 
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EAZOR-(ranscon’s 


DIRECT Lie” 


TL & LTL ‘Thru-Trailer’ COAST to COAST SERVICE! 


Fazor-transcon’s “DIRECT LINE” shipping reduces 
freight handling and chance of loss and damage. 
Furthermore, “DIRECT LINE” service is maintained on 
a strict operating schedule. Coordinated driver relays 
and sleeper cab systems assure on-time delivery at East 
or West Coast points. There are many advantages in 
your favor with Eazor-transcon’s “DIRECT LINE.” We 
have named just a few. But you'll find every quality 
of an IDEAL coast-to-coast service. Try it and see for 
















Eazor Express, Inc. 
2626 Penn Avenue 
Pittsburgh 22, Pa 


yourself! On shipments originating from the EAST 
COAST specify EAZOR EXPRESS! From WEST 
COAST points specify Transcon Lines. 


AVAILABLE ALSO BETWEEN PITTSBURGH AND WEST 
COAST POINTS! 


The same, fast “DIRECT LINE” service is yours be- 
tween Pittsburgh and any Transcon point! 


For schedules and points served write: Eazor 
Express, Inc. or Transcon Lines. 


Transcon Lines 
1206 S. Maple St 
los Angeles, Calif. 
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IE® AIL ROAD GROW? One of a series telling what Chesapeake and Ohio 


as doing to make this a bigger, better railroad. 














The Greenbrier, Chesapeake and Ohio’s resort 
hotel at White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia, 
has been known to generations of Americans 
as one of the world’s finest vacation spots. To 
The Greenbrier each year come thousands of 


gia the nation’s leaders for business, government 


Buh 
Une’. 


W 
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and professional conferences. 


Each year some 40,000 of The Greenbrier’s 
guests enjoy the trip there over Chessie’s rail- 


> ™~ 
>> 






The Greenbrier has every facility for meetings up to 
1000. Special combination winter rates for groups $19 
per person per day, double, $21 per day, single, include 


room, meals, golf, swimming and most tips. 
: 


E Write for pictorial brochure “Greenbrier Holiday”, 
and information on special winter rates. 


Railway 


| Chesapeake and Ohio 


3812 TERMINAL TOWER, CLEVELAND 1, OHIO 


Chessie’s show window 


road. They see the results of C&O’s billion 
dollar investment —half of it made during the 
last ten years. This year alone the moderniza- 
tion program includes $100 million for new 
diesels, cars, yards, signals, docks and other 
improvements. 


From the grounds of The Greenbrier these 
guests can see the endless parade of 160-car 
trains of coal climbing the crest of the Alle- 
ghenies for the long coast down to Newport 
News where the coal will take ship. Europe’s 
dependence on American coal grows greater 
every year and nearly half of the vast cargo 
goes by way of C&O and Newport News. 
Three out of every ten cars loaded by C&O are 
for export. 


Along C&O lines the traveler will note the 
spectacular expansion of chemical, automo- 
tive, glass, metal, paper and other industries 
as well as coal. This great industrial develop- 
ment has added diversification to C&O’s 
freight traffic. And it is the better to service 
this rich territory that C&O has grown so big, 
so fast. 


KEWAUNEE 
MANITOWOC 


LUDINGTON 


MILWAUKEE 








How Emery 
helps put 


sales across 


Talking 


Recently our client introduced a revo- 
lutionary product for maintaining the 
freshness of fresh-killed poultry. At the 
start, it was imperative that company 
personnel be on hand at the poultry 
processing plants to supervise its us- 
age. The problem: to supply this prod- 
uct immediately to plants throughout 
the country. 

In the first two weeks of delivery, 


Emery handled 54 shipments to 43 


AIR FREIGHT CORPORATION 
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cold turkey 


different cities at a total cost of only 
$3,198.20. Fast, dependable Emery 
cost $1,225 less than the only other air 
express service. 

We're ready to help out in emer- 
gencies, of course, but our real job is 
moving your routine freight—domestic 
or international — quickly, economi- 
cally, regularly. So why not learn how 
Emery can help you. See your direc- 
tory for your local Emery office. 


General Offices: 801 Second Avenue, New York 17. Serving the United States, Alaska, Canada... and Europe, Asia, Africa. 
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THE WEEK IN TRANSPORTATION 






Rail Plea for Emergency’ Rate Boost 
Set for Hearing Nov. 26 in Chicago 


Entire 1.C.C. to Hold Argument on ‘7 Per Cent’ Motion 
Of Eastern and Western Carriers on December 3 in Chicago 


After Hearing by Division 2. 


Acting in response to a request of 
the railroads in the east and west 
for an immediate “emergency” 7 per 
cent freight rate increase, contained 
in a motion filed November 6 in Ex 
Parte No. 206, Increased Freight 
Rates, Eastern and Western Terri- 
tories, 1956, the Commission, on No- 
vember 7, issued an order in the 
proceeding assigning the motion for 
hearing before division 2 in Chicago, 
Ill, on November 26, and for oral 
argument before the entire Commis- 
sion in Chicago on December 3. 


On the same day, the Commission is- 
sued a second order in the proceeding, 
which involves a request of the eastern 
and western railroads for a 15 per cent 
increase in freight rates, (or such in- 
crease as would provide an adequate rate 
of return), with some exceptions and 
“holddowns,” postponing, on request of 
certain shippers, the hearing now set 
for January 15, 1957, in Washington, 
D.C., on the original petition, until Janu- 
ary 24. In that order, the Commission 
set an additional hearing for Salt Lake 
City, Utah, on February 4, and delayed 
the dates for filing briefs and for oral 
argument. 

In the motion filed in Ex Parte No. 
206, the eastern and western railroads 
asked the Commission for relief neces- 
Sary to permit the filing of tariffs em- 
bodying 7 per cent increases in freight 
rates, with certain exceptions and “hold- 
downs,” and subject to a refund provi- 
sion, on one day’s notice. 

They said that working capital of the 
eastern and western railroads had been 
depleted by increased costs of materials 
and wages to a point where “it cannot 
be relied upon in meeting the critical 
emergency which now confronts the rail- 
roads.” 

_ Acting on that motion, the Commission 
issued the following order in Ex Parte 
No. 206, late on November 7: 


Text of Order 
“It appearing, on November 6, 1956, the 
railroads, parties to the petition of 
September 27, 1956, as amended, in the 
above-entitled proceeding filed a motion 
for authority necessary to increase 
freight rates and charges in the amount 


15 Per Cent Case Delayed. 


of 7 per cent within, from, to, and via 
Eastern and Western territories, sub- 
ject to the provisions, limitations, and 
exceptions set forth in appendix A of 
the motion without hearing, on one day’s 
notice, and for the entry of an order 
modifying all outstanding orders of the 
Commission to the extent necessary to 
enable the railroads to make the pro- 
posed increased rates and charges ef- 
fective; and also for the entry of ap- 
propriate orders under sections 4 and 6 
of the interstate commerce act; 


“It further appearing, that the moving 
railroads have sent a copy of said mo- 
tion to each of the regional offices of 
the Commission and that a copy has 
been served upon each party to Ex 
Parte No. 196, and that a copy will be 
furnished to any interested party upon 
request addressed to Mr. Edward A. 
Kaier, 804 Transportation Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

“And it further appearing, that in sup- 
port of this motion the railroads rely 
on a verified statement (affidavit) of 
Mr. Graham E. Getty attached to the 
motion, and the verified statements (af- 
fidavits) of nine witnesses filed with the 
Commission, pursuant to paragraph 
3(d) of the Commission’s order of Oc- 
tober 1, 1956. A list of the statements and 
the names of persons submitting same 
are set forth in appendix A hereto [not 
here reproduced]. 

“Upon consideration of the motion 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

“It is ordered: 

“1. That the said motion be set for 
hearing at Chicago, Ill., on November 26, 
1956, before division 2. Evidence in sup- 
port of the said motion will be limited 
to the verified statements referred to 
in the preceding paragraph. If cross-ex- 
amination of any of the persons who pre- 
pared such statements is desired, request 
therefor must be given to the Commis- 
sion and to the witness or his attorney 
on or before November 21, 1956. 

“Evidence, including oral testimony 
in opposition to the motion, subject to 
cross-examination, will be received, but 





See Late News, Pages 15, 17 
and 18 for other transportation 
news developments. 





will be limited to the issues presented by 
the motion. 

“It is further ordered, that oral argu- 
ment before the entire Commission on 
the motion will be held in Chicago, Il., 
on December 3, 1956. 

“The precise time and place at which 
the hearings in Chicago will be held will 
be announced later.” 

The verified statements set forth in ap- 
pendix A to the instant Commission or- 
der, are the same as those referred to 
by the railroads in the motion. 


Original Hearing Postponed 


The second order in Ex Parte No. 206, 
delaying the hearings on the original 
petition, was issued, the Commission 
said, on consideration of petitions filed 
by various shipper interests seeking 
modification of the original order setting 
the procedure to be followed in the case. 

The prior order was modified by post- 
poning the hearing set for Washington, 
D.C., from January 15, 1957, to January 
24, 1957, before division 2. It was further 
modified to provide, for the purpose of 
cross-examining persons who had filed 
verified statements, an additional hear- 
ing at Salt Lake City, Utah, on February 
4. The place and presiding officer would 
be announced later, the Commission said. 

If cross-examination of such a person 
was desired by any party at Salt Lake 
City or Washington, notice must be given 
to the Commission “and to such person 
or his attorney as promptly as circum- 
stances will permit in time to enable 
him to reach the hearing.” 


The order was further modified by 
postponing the oral argument now set 
for January 22, 1957, at Washington, 
D.cC., until February 11, 1957, at the 
same place. The due date for memo- 
randum briefs was extended from Janu- 
ary 22, 1957, to February 11, 1957. The 
petitions in all other respects were denied. 


‘Emergency’ Motion 

The motion filed November 6 re- 
quested the Commission to grant, with- 
out hearing, special permission to the 
petitioners to make the emergency in- 
creases effective by publication, on one 
day’s notice, of simple forms of sup- 
plements to existing tariff schedules; 
to authorize the supplements to 
become effective without suspension; to 
enter a general order modifying all out- 
standing -Commission orders to the ex- 
tent necessary to enable the increases 
to be made effective, and to authorize, 
by the entry of special orders, depar- 
tures from section 4 of the interstate 
commerce act where the application of 
the increased rates and charges would re- 
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sult in creating new departures or chang- 
ing existing departures from that section. 

The motion was made public by the 
Commission late the afternoon of No- 
vember 6, together with an affidavit in 
support of the petition, which was pre- 
pared by Graham E. Getty, transporta- 
tion economist of the Association of 
American Railroads. 

On November 5, the eastern and west- 
ern railroads, after an all-day meeting 
in Washington, D.C. announced that 
they would seek the increase. Repre- 
sentatives of the southern railroads 
attended the meeting but failed to reach 
an agreement among themselves on tak- 
ing part in the petition. 

However, R. C. Boyle, chairman of 
the Southern Freight Association, said 
that the southern carriers had the mat- 
ter of increases in freight rates under 
active consideration, and a decision on 
the matter would probably come after 
a meeting of the southern lines in 
Atlanta, Ga., November 13. 

In the motion filed by the eastern 
and western railroads, they said that 
the earnings of the railroads were “so 
inadequate” that increases in wages, 
taxes and prices of materials and sup- 
plies of the magnitude encountered by 
the railroads since the close of hearings 
in Ex Parte No. 196, could not be ab- 
sorbed. 

The motion noted that the Delaware, 
Lackawanna & Western Railroad and 
the Virginian Railway Co., which were 
not parties to the petition in Ex Parte 
No. 206, Increased Freight Rates, Eastern 
and Western Territories, 1956, seeking 
a 15 per cent increase, had joined in 
the instant motion, but that the joinder 
of these two railroads in this motion was 
not to be construed as a joinder in the 
original petition in Ex Parte No. 206 
(T.W., Sept. 29, p. 17). 


Text of the Motion 


The text of the motion filed by the 
eastern and western carriers follows: 

“Now come the railroads parties to the 
petition of September 27, 1956, as 
amended, and move the Commission for 
the authority necessary to increase 
freight rates and charges in the amount 
of 7 per cent, subject to the provisions, 
limitations and exceptions set forth in 
Appendix A hereof, on one day’s notice. 
In support of this motion they respect- 
fully show: 


I 


“The aforesaid petition of September 
27, 1956, seeks (with stated exceptions) a 
15 per cent increase in freight rates and 
charges within, to, from and via Eastern 
Territory and Western Territory. The 
Object of said petition is to improve the 
railroads’ rates of return. 

“Pursuant to said petition, the Com- 
mission, on October 1, 1956, entered an 
order instituting an investigation into all 
freight rates and charges throughout the 
United States. 


II. 


“Following extended negotiations under 
the provisions of the railway labor act, 
the Class I railroads of the United States 
signed an agreement, dated November 1, 
1956, with the non-operating unions (the 
members of which embrace more than 
70 per cent of all railroad employes) 
pursuant to which wages of non-oper- 


ating employes were increased 10 cents 
per hour as of November 1, 1956, with an 
additional amount equivalent to 2% cents 
per hour, effective the same date, for the 
extension of health and welfare benefits. 

“The said agreement provides for 
further wage increases of 7 cents per hour 
effective November 1, 1957, and November 
1, 1958. There is also a provision under 
which wages will be adjusted every six 
months, beginning May 1, 1957, in ac- 
cordance with changes in the con- 
sumer’s price index, with no reductions 
to be made below basic rates in effect 
on November 1 of each year. 

“The proposed increase in freight rates 
and charges as set forth in the appendix 
hereto does not take into account the 
wage increases which are to become 
effective on November 1, 1957, and 1958 
or any increases that may result from 
changes in the Consumer’s Price Index. 

III. 


“Demands by the operating groups 
of railroad employes for wage increases 
and other benefits are now pending and 
the railroads have expressed a willing- 
ness to settle such demands on the same 
basis as that described above in connec- 
tion with the non-operating groups. On 
the basis of a 12% cents per hour in- 
crease in wage costs for all railroad 
employes, other than executives and 
officials, the annual expenses of the rail- 
roads will be increased in the following 
amounts: 

“Eastern District, $122,700,000; Eastern 
District including Pocahontas Region, 
$139,800,000; Western District, $134,300,- 
000; United States: $316,100,000. 

IV. 


“A 12% cents per hour increase in 
wage costs for the operating and non- 
operating employes, will increase pay- 
roll taxes as follows: 

“Eastern District, $1,000,000; Eastern 
District including Pocahontas Region, 
$1,100,000; Western District, $1,100,000; 
United States, $2,500,000. 


Vv 


“Effective on January 1, 1957, the rate 
of payroll tax paid by the railroads in 
support of the unemployment insurance 
system will be increased from 1.5 per 
cent of taxable payroll to 2.0 per cent. 
This increase results automatically from 
the status of the reserve fund on Sep- 
tember 30, 1956, as prescribed by law. As 
a@ result of this increase in the tax rate, 
the payroll taxes to be paid by the rail- 
roads will be increased in the following 
amounts, on an annual basis: 

“Eastern District, $8,200,000; Eastern 
District including Pocahontas Region, 
$9,300,000; Western District, $8,900,000; 
United States, $21,000,000. 


VI. 


“The latest figures showing the aver- 
age prices of railway materials and sup- 
plies that were of record in Ex Parte 
196 were those for January 1, 1956. The 
A.A.R. index for that date was 132.0. 
Since that time prices have risen to such 
an extent that the index as of October 
29, 1956, stood at 138.7. Although prices 
are continuing to rise, the increases be- 
tween January 1, 1956, and October 29, 
1956, amount, on an annual basis, to the 
following: 

“Eastern District, $44,200,000; Eastern 
District including Pocahontas Region, 
$51,600,000; Western District, $46,400,800; 
United States, $110,900,000. 


vil 


“The totals of the foregoing items of 
increased expense are as follows: East- 
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ern District, $176,100,000; Eastern Digs. 
trict including Pocahontas Region, $291, 
800,000; Western District, $190,700,099- 
United States, $450,500,000. , 


VIII. 


“With the increased expenses, in the 
absence of an increase in freight rates 
and charges, the annual rates of return 
on net investment for the several groups 
of railroads, based on current opera- 
tions, would be approximately: Eastern 
District, 2.59 per cent; Eastern District 
including Pocahontas Region, 3.29 per 
cent; Western District, 2.79 per cent; 
United States, 3.23 per cent. 


IX. 


“If freight rates and charges are 
increased as proposed herein, the said 
annual rates of return will be approxi- 
mately as follows: Eastern District, 3.57 
per cent; Eastern District including 
Pocahontas Region, 4.26 per cent; West- 
ern District, 3.84 per cent; United States, 
4.18 per cent. 


“It is obvious that even these last- 
mentioned rates of return are low and, 
indeed, are in the category which the 
Commission itself has characterized as 
substandard and inadequate. They are 
substantially the same as those earned 
by the railroads in 1955. 


x. 


“The rate increases authorized in Ex 
Parte 196 have not resulted in offsetting 
the increased prices, wages and taxes 
which the increased rates proposed in 
that proceeding were designed to meet. 
Thus, instead of maintaining net railway 
operating income at the levels which 
had prevailed prior to those wage, price 
and tax increases, the net railway oper- 
ating income of the railroads has been 
materially reduced. For the seven months 
ended with September 30, 1956* in com- 
parison with the same period in 1955, 
net railway operating income was as 
follows (stated in millions): 


Eastern 
District 
including 
Eastern Pocahontas Western United 
District Region District States 
1955 $226.9 $299.8 $289.2 $699.8 
1956 200.5 279.7 255.8 643.1 


“In consequence of this reduction in 
net railway operating income and of the 
necessity of continuing expenditures in 
the interest of adequate and efficient 
transportation, the railroads’ working 
capital has decreased by $354,000,000, or 
37 per cent in less than a year. Thus, 
working capital as of August 31, 1956 
(the latest available), in comparison with 
the figures for October 31, 1955, was as 
follows: 


October 31,:1955 August 31, 1956 


Eastern District $200,400,000 $104,800,000 
Eastern Dist. (incl. 

Poca. Reg.) 278,100,000 137,200,000 
Western District 508,300,000 346,200,000 
United States 961,400,000 607,600,000 

XI. 


“The earnings of the railroads are s0 
inadequate that increases in wages, taxes 
and prices of materials and supplies of 
the magnitude described cannot be ab- 
sorbed. Working capital has already 
been depleted to the point where it can- 
not be relied upon in meeting the critical 
emergency which now confronts the rail- 
roads. They face an acute financial 
situation which can only be met by the 





*In this period the railroads actually expe- 
rienced all of the cost increases specified in Ex 
Parte 196 and, except for the first 6 days of 
March, 1956, all of the Ex Parte 196 rate increases. 
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November 10, 1956 


emergency increase in freight rates and 
charges sought herein. In the absence 
of such relief the railroads will be con- 
fronted with the necessity of drastically 
curtailing maintenance and capital ex- 
penditures. 

“Thus, failure to authorize immediately 
the increases sought herein would be 
contrary to the public interest and to 
the national transportation policy. 


XII. 


“Unless the railroads are given prompt 
relief, they will suffer irreparable dam- 
age. The additional costs described 
above, amounting to nearly $9 million 
weekly and $40 million monthly, cannot 
be recouped once they are incurred with- 
out a rate increase. This is true because 
rate increases which the Commission 
may later find justified cannot be made 
effective retroactively. 

“On the other hand, the Commission 
has adequate power to give the shipping 
public the benefit of retroactive protec- 
tion with respect to emergency rate in- 
creases. It has exercised this power in 


granting emergency relief in prior gen- - 


eral rate proceedings, by imposing a 
condition similar to the following, to 
which the parties hereto agree, i.e., that 
the emergency increased freight rates 
and charges will not be considered as 
prescribed rates within the purview of 
Arizona Grocery Co. v. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
Co., 284 U.S. 370, and that claims for 
reparation will promptly be honored in 
the event that the increases ultimately 
authorized on final disposition of the 
petition of September 27, 1956, herein, 
as such petition may be further amended 
pursuant to paragraph XIV hereof, 
should be less than the emergency in- 
creases authorized pursuant to this 
motion. 
XIII. 


“The general level of rates and charges 
as increased to the extent proposed 
herein will not be in excess of a just 
and reasonable level. 

XIV. 


“The railroads will determine in the 
near future what, if any, amendments 
will be made in their proposal for in- 
creases as set forth in the petition of 
September 27, 1956 (as amended), in 
this docket. 

XV. 

“In furtherance of this motion the 
Commission is requested, on the show- 
ing here made, to grant, without hear- 
ing, special permission to make the 
emergency increases effective by publica- 
tion on one day’s notice of simple forms 
of supplements to existing tariff sched- 
ules; to authorize said supplements to 
become effective without suspension; to 
enter a general order modifying all its 
outstanding orders to the extent neces- 
Sary to enable the increases to be made 
effective; and to authorize, by the entry 
of special orders, departures from sec- 
tion 4 of the act where the application 
of the increased rates and charges would 
result in creating new departures or 
changing existing departures from that 
section. 

XVI 


“In support of this motion the rail- 
roads rely on the attached affidavit of 
Mr. Graham E. Getty and on the follow- 
ing verified statements, filed on October 
15, 1956 in this docket: 1, Graham E. 
Getty; 14, R. C. Trovillion; 15, Fred 
Carpi; 16, T. M. Caiazza; 17, J. W. 
Phipps, Jr.; 18, J. B. MacAnally; 19, A. 
E. Baylis; 20, Elden A. Tharp; 21, H. W. 
Von Willer. 


“In support of their request that the 
relief here sought be granted without a 
hearing, petitioners point out that as re- 
cently as the first quarter of this year, 
the Commission, in Ex Parte 196, thor- 
oughly reviewed the railroads’ financial 
situation. While matters of common 
knowledge, the increased railroad ex- 
penses are established by the attached 
affidavit of Mr. Graham E. Getty.” 


APPENDIX A 
EMERGENCY INCREASES SOUGHT 


Section 1 


“All freight rates and charges within, from, 
to and via Eastern Territory, as defined in 
Appendix II, to the Petition of September 27, 
1956 (as amended), and within, from, to and 
via Western Territory, as defined in ‘said 
Appendix II, will be increased seven (7%) 
per cent except as hereinafter specifically 
stated in this appendix, and except that in 
the case of the following commodities, in 
carloads, the increases shall be subject to the 
maxima indicated: 


Fresh fruits and vegetables, not cold pack 
nor frozen, maximum increase 842 cents 
per 100 pounds.* 

Fresh fruits and vegetables, juices and con- 
centrates, frozen or cold pack, maximum 
increase 842 cents per 100 pounds.’ 

Food products (canned goods) (not cold 
pack nor frozen), canned or preserved, 
in packages, as described in Note B, Sec- 
tions A and B of Tariff X-196-A, as 
amended, maximum increase 812 cents 
per 100 pounds.* 

Lumber and articles listed in tariffs as 
taking lumber rates, maximum increase 
6 cents per 100 pounds.” 

Sugar, maximum increase 6 cents per 100 
pounds.* 





asis for maxima: 

1 Based on 7 per cent increase on the car- 
load rate of $1.234 on oranges from Lake 
Wales, Fla., to New York, N.Y. 

2 Based on 7 per cent increase on the car- 
load rate of 81 cents from Hattiesburg, 
Miss., to Chicago, Il. 

* Based on 7 per cent increase on the car- 
load rate of 81 cents from New Orleans, 
La., to Chicago, Il. 


“If the Commission should authorize a per- 
centage increase different from that proposed 
herein, the petition contemplates that the 
foregoing maxima will be revised accordingly. 


Section 2 


“Line-haul carload freight rates on the 
commodities specified in this section will be 
increased in the amount and in the manner 
set forth as to each commodity. 

Anthracite and Bituminous Coal, except 
as provided below, increase *10 cents per net 


ton. 
Tidewater Coal 


Tidewater coal, Anthracite and Bituminous, 
originating at mines on and after the date 
of the increase, which moves by rail from 
New England Ports to destinations in Con- 
necticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp- 
shire, Rhode Island and Vermont, total in- 
crease for the movement to the tidewater 
port and from the New England Port, in- 
crease *10 cents per net ton. 


Rail-Lake-Rail Coal 


Lake cargo coal, Anthracite and Bitumi- 
nous, originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase, which moves by rail as 
road-haul freight from docks in the United 
States on Lake Superior and west bank of 
Lake Michigan (either as coal or coal bri- 
quettes produced from such coal at the 
docks), total increase for the movement to 
the lake port and from the docks in the 
United States on Lake Superior or West bank 
of Lake Michigan, increase *10 cents per net 


ton. 
Rail-River-Rail Coal 


Bituminous coal transhipped at river ports, 
originating at mines on and after the date 
of the increase and which moves by rail as 
road-haul revenue freight from river ports to 
interior destinations, total imcrease for the 
movement to the river port and from the 
river port, increase *10 cents per net ton. 

Rail-River Coal 

Bituminous coal transshipped at river 
ports, originating at mines on and after the 
date of the increase, which does not move 
by rail as road-haul revenue freight from 
river ports to interior destinations, increase 
*10 cents per net ton. 





* To accrue to rail lines. 
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River-Rail Coal 

Bituminous coal transshipped at river 
ports, which has not had a prior rail haul, 
increase *10 cents per net ton. 

Lignite Coal, increase *10 cents per net ton. 

Lignite Coal Briquettes, increase *10 cents 
per net ton. 

Coke, increase, *10 cents per net ton. 


Overseas Coal Originating on the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company 
“‘No increase is proposed by the Chesapeake 

and Ohio Railway Company on bituminous 
coal originating on its line and shipped. to 
destinations outside the United States, except 
to destinations in Canada (including New- 
foundland) and Mexico.” 





* To accrue to rail lines. 


Sections 3, 4 and 5 


“Sections 3, 4 and 5 of Appendix III to 
the petition of September 27, 1956, as 
amended, are herein incorporated by refer- 
ence.” 


Sections 3, 4, 5 of Appendix III of the 
prior petition incorporated in the in- 
stant petition by reference, are repro- 
duced on pages 19 and 22 in the Septem- 
ber 29 issue of TRAFFIC WorLD under 
headings, “Section 3,” “Section 4,” and 
“Section 5.” 


Mr. Getty’s Statement 


Mr. Getty, in a summary of his af- 
fidavit in support of the emergency in- 
crease, said that railroad earnings in the 
seven months ended September 30, which 
was the period of full Ex Parte No. 196 
costs and rates, had fallen behind those 
of the same months of 1955. 

As a’result, he said, it had been neces- 
sary for the railroads to draw approxi- 
mately $35,000,000 a month from work- 
ing capital in order to keep their mini- 
mum capital improvement program in 
operation. That source of funds was 
rapidly being depleted and could not 
with safety be much further drained. 

“With this background,” Mr. Getty 
said, “the impact of the new wage and 
other costs which I have described 
creates an emergency situation for the 
railroads. Those new costs, averaging 
close to $40,000,000 per month, will neces- 
sitate drastic reductions in railroad 
maintenance and capital improvement 
programs unless some means are found 
to offset them with additional revenues. 

“Current railroad capital improve- 
ments, at the monthly rate of $110,000,- 
000, are no more than adequate to pro- 
vide the new locomotives, cars and other 
facilities necessary to replace normal re- 
tirements. With further reductions in the 
purchasing power of the dollar, railroad 
capital expenditures in the months 
ahead should be increased just to main- 
tain railroad capacity. 

“A sharp reduction in capital outlays, 
such as the present critical emergency 
in railroad finances .. . will result in 
further erosions in the nation’s freight 
car supply, such as took place in 1954 
and 1955. This is not in the public in- 
terest at this critical period in interna- 
tional affairs.” 


Shipper Petitions 


Petitions asking for “full hearing” and 
other relief in Ex Parte No. 206 were 
filed by the California Manufacturers 
Association of Los Angeles, Calif., Pro- 
ducers Research Co., of Los Angeles, 
and the Beverage Wholesalers of 
Southern California, of Los Angeles. 
A joint petition was filed on behalf of 
the Arizona Cotton Traders Asso- 
ciation, of Phoeniz, Ariz. the Arizona 
Compress & Warehouse Co., of Phoenix, 
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the California Cotton Cooperative Asso- 
ciation (Calcot, Ltd), of Bakersfield, 
Calif., the Calexico Cotton Exchange, of 
Calexico, Calif.. the Fresno Cotton Ex- 
change, of Fresno, Calif. the San 
Joaquin Compress & Warehouse Co., of 
Bakersfield, the Western Cotton Shippers 
Association, of Los Angeles and the 
Western States Compress & Warehouse 
Association, of Fresno. 

The State of California and the Public 
Utilities Commission of California, by a 
joint petition, the Los Angeles Chamber 
of Commerce, and the Traffic Managers 
Conference of Southern California, filed 
petitions earlier in the proceeding (T.W., 
Nov. 3, p. 61). 


California Manufacturers 


The California Manufacturers Associa- 
tion, in its petition, said that full hear- 
ing should be held in the proceeding be- 
cause: 


“(1) Evidence in chief of the petition- 
ers consisting of (relatively few) verified 
statements thereby required and filed on 
or before October 15, were too incom- 
plete in terms of either the total num- 
ber of respondent carriers, carriers whose 
operations are interterritorial in scope, 
intraterritorial in scope, or character- 
istic of either national or regional oper- 
ations, to be considered as representa- 
tive for purposes of a full investigation, 
(2) too little time has been provided for 
evidence in opposition to the petitioners, 
(3) while all United States railroads 
have been made respondents by the 
Commission’s order, any of such com- 
mon carriers by railroad which have not 
submitted evidence on or before October 
15 are actually prohibited from doing so 
by the order, (4) the provision for but 
one public hearing, and that one con- 
fined to cross-examination of witnesses 
who have filed verified statements, to be 
held in Washington, D.C., on January 
15, 1957, would unduly restrict all parties 
to the limited scope of those verified 
statements, and (5) the special rules of 
practice and procedure while probably 
and appropriately adaptable to ‘modified 
procedure’ proceedings of somewhat 
limited scope, are unsuitable as com- 
pared with the general rules of practice 
and procedure in a major investigation 
such as has been instituted in the pro- 
ceeding.” 

The association said, it was taking 
no position at this time as to the 
“merits of the increased freight rates 
and charges involved in the railroad 
petition of September 27, 1955, and 
substantially more evidence than has 
thus far been adduced will be essential 
to proper evaluation, evidence now pre- 
cluded by special rules.” Neither the 
railroad petition nor the verified state- 
ments filed on October 15, the associa- 
tion said, had shown conclusively that 
such an emergency existed as to justify 
the expedition required by the special 
rules of practice and procedure ordered 
on October 1. 

The C.M.A. asked that the Com- 
mission’s order be modified so as to pro- 
vide for full public hearings as provided 
in the general rules of practice and 
procedure, and regional hearings in stra- 
tegically located cities, including at least 
one in California. 


Products Research Co. 


The Products Research Co., asked the 
Commission to modify its order’ so as 


to (1) hold regional hearings for the 
purpose of cross examining petitioners’ 
witnesses, (2) require petitioners to jus- 
tify the proposed freight rate increases 
on a regional basis, (3) require the 
petitioners to submit evidence of the 
effect of passenger train deficits or rates 
of return of the carriers regionally, and 
(4) extend the date for filing verified 
statements in opposition to petitioners’ 
statements. 

The petition also said the order should 
be modified so as to insure that “a full 
record may be made by all interested 
parties, carriers and shippers alike, in- 
suring justice and equity to all in this 
proceeding.” 


Cotton Interests 


The cotton interests, among other 
things, said: 


“This is an investigation into the 
‘adequacy’ of all freight rates and charges 
and into the ‘reasonableness and law- 
fulness thereof.’ As we understand it, 
the term ‘adequacy’ goes to the question 
of (1) relative volume of rate and the 
earnings thereunder; and (2) the extent 
to which this rate has been increased 
under prior increase authorizations. The 
carriers herein propose to apply a flat 
percentage-wise increase (with minor 
exceptions) to the entire rate structure, 
but with the important reservation that 
no increase will be applied in the instance 
where competition is encountered with 
other modes of transportation. This 
brings up the important question of the 
equitable distribution of this ded 
transportation burden. 


“Petitioners herein are primarily in- 
terested in this latter question. The 
term ‘adequacy’ to us means to inquire 
into what part of the rate structure has 
already borne, and is still able to bear 
of these added transportation burdens. 
The term ‘reasonableness’ goes to the 
general question of maintaining a proper 
relationship of rates and in turn raises 
the question of whether or not maximum 
hold-downs are required to effect that 
result. The term ‘lawfulness’ includes 
questions of undue preference and prej- 
udice under section 3 of the interstate 
commerce act. And, this in turn is in- 
tended to be a shipper protective meas- 
ure to prevent destructive competitive 
advantages that undermines a shipper’s 
economy to the benefit and advantage 
of his competitor.” 

The petition said that the combined 
cotton production in California and 
Arizona was estimated in 1956-57 at 
2,160,000 bales and this was 16.3 per cent 
of the national estimated production of 
13,268,000 bales. 

“If our cotton movements,” the cot- 
ton interests said, “are subjected to a 
full 15 per cent increase herein, this 
will represent an added transportation 
burden of approximately $2,500,000 per 
annum. Since all United States pro- 
duced cotton finds the same common 
markets and brings the same price for 
like grades at these common markets, 
it is of prime importance to petitioners 
that-they be permitted to inquire into 
this ‘equitable’ distribution of this 
added transportation burden. And we 
believe that can only be done under the 
Commission’s general rules of practice.” 

The Beverage Wholesalers of Southern 
California asked the Commission to set 
regional hearings throughout the coun- 
try so that all interested shippers could 
be heard and that carriers’ witnesses 
would be available for cross-exami- 
nation. 
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“It is our opinion,” the B.W.\S.c. 
“that a more complete record will be 
developed and afford a sounder groung 
on which a just and reasonable decision 
can be made.” 


Additional Petitions 


Petitions have also been filed in Ry 
Parte No. 206 by Kwikset Locks, Inc., of 
Anaheim, Calif., the Essick Manufactyr. 
ing Co., of Los Angeles, Calif., the Inter. 
mountain Transportation Council, jointly 
with the Utah Citizens Rate Association, 
both of Salt Lake City, Utah, the Cajj. 
fornia Retailers Association, of San Fran. 
cisco, Calif., jointly with the Westerp 
Traffic Conference, Inc., of San Gabriel 
Calif., and the Lincoln Electric Co., of 
Cleveland, O. The latter two petitions 
made reference to the latest proposal 
of the railroads for a 7 per cent “emer. 
gency” increase in freight rates. 

The Lincoln Electric Co., in a “petition 
for clarification,” dated November 6, 
said: 

“We have read in the public press that 
the confusion has been compounded by 
the filing of a further rail petition, with. 
in the confines of Ex Parte 206, seeking 
a ‘fast increase’ of 7 per cent with a 
maximum of 10 cents per ton increase on 
coal. The 7 per cent figure, presumably, 
has no relation to return on investment 
but instead is to recover anticipated in- 
creased expenses. What relation, if any, 
to the 15 per cent, and how to reconcile 
an interim maximum on coal of 10 cents 
per ton against a final request for 5 
cents is not indicated by the railroads. 

“This petitioner is at a loss to under- 
stand how it can make a logical state- 
ment in these proceedings when it would 
fully support a 7 per cent increase to 
cover increased costs but on the othe 
hand has serious doubts about a formula 
of return on investment, and particularly 
as to the proper meaning of the term 
‘investment.’ Petitioner is confident that 
oher shippers of like or different mind 
would prefer that prompt proceedings 
be held, in a separate case, to determine 
the need for and amount of an increase 
to cover costs, and that all proceedings 
under Ex Parte 206, or any other docket, 
relating to the principle of return on 
investment or any other standard of 
rate regulation of this character, be 
held at a later date and at reasonable 
leisure, and following a prehearing con- 
ference at which some agreement could 
be secured as to what is at issue, and 
how the answers are to be obtained.” 

In its petition, the Lincoln Electric Co. 
asked: 


“1, That the newest petition of the 
railroads be docketed under a new num- 


ber, or as a reopening of Ex Parte 196, 
and that prompt procedures be set up 
for the handling of this request. 


“2. That the present due dates and 
especially the date of December 14 be 
postponed indefinitely until these issues 
are clarified. 


“3. That statements served October 24 
in response to requests ‘for support of 
the original petition be returned to the 
affiants, or else that they be given ad- 
ditional time to determine exactly which 
(or both) of these differing petitions they 
intend to support. 


“4. That a prehearing conference be 
called of all those interested in the 
matter presented in Ex Parte 206 to de- 
termine a pattern for future conduct of 
the investigation.” 


The joint petition filed by the Cali- 
fornia Retailers Association and the 







a. fe ot mf ht ot be et @ oe 





© Wor 


.C, 
one 


ground 
decision 


1 in By 

Inc., of 
ufactur. 
© Inter. 
l, jointly 
ociation, 
he Cali. 
in Fran. 
Western 
Gabriel, 

Co., of 
2etitions 
proposal 
, “emer. 


‘petition 
nber 6, 


ess that 
nded by 
n, with. 
seeking 
with a 
rease on 
umably, 
estment 
ated in- 
_ if any, 
econcile 
10 cents 
t for 5 
oads. 

under- 
l state- 
t would 
ease to 
e othe 
formula 
icularly 
le term 
nt that 
it mind 
eedings 
termine 
ncrease 
eedings 
docket, 
urn on 
lard of 
ter, be 
sonable 
1g con- 
t could 
le, and 
ied.” 

tric Co. 


of the 
y num- 
‘te 196, 
set up 


es and 
14 be 
issues 


yber 24 
ort of 
to the 
Pn ad- 
which 
is they 


ice be 
n the 
to de- 
uct of 


- Cali- 
d the 


November 10, 1956 


Western Traffic Conference, Inc., asked 
the Commission to amend its order of 
October 1 in Ex Parte 206 insofar as 
hearing procedures and place of hearings 
were concerned. 

In stating reasons why regional hear- 
ings were requested the petitioners said: 
“This is not an emergency requiring 
jmmediate and extraordinary action. As 
of today, the petition does not involve 
Jabor increase recoupment. (The peti- 
tion was dated November 1.) All the peti- 
tioning eastern and western railroads did 
was to petition the Commission to ‘in- 
stitute an investigation.’ Basically this 
petition seeks to increase the over-all 
return on railroad investment. Such an 
investigation should clearly contemplate 
normal hearings and normal procedure 
under the Commission’s general rules— 
not abbreviated short-cuts which by way 
of their very nature discourage public 
participation. 

“It is estimated that the sought in- 

crease will increase freight charges of 
these two petitioning retail groups by 
well in excess of one million dollars a 
ear. 
. “The petition, as phrased, of the car- 
riers is highly prejudicial to the west. 
The west has the highest freight rates, 
and therefore will have more to pay by 
the 15 per cent increase than would 
short haul shippers from and to common 
midwestern and eastern and southern 
markets. Western shippers and receivers 
of freight are entitled to a ‘day in court’ 
—not to the sterile and ineffective pre- 
sentation of their case in a ‘canned’ 
form. ... 


“It seems apparent by newspaper re- 
ports that a still further increase (of 
about 7% per cent) will be sought by 
the railroads soon to cover pending rail- 
road labor increases. The involved peti- 
tion does not cover such increases. An 
over-all increase as great as 22% per 
cent could be involved, by a mere modi- 
fication of the presently pending petition. 
We believe the Commission should now 
resolutely order full public hearings to 
get to the whole problem at one time. 
A half-way job now, with a repeat per- 
formance in the foreseeable future is 
not in the Commission, the public, nor 
the carrier interest.” 


The petitioners said they were not 
opposing an increase in rail rates but 
were opposing the increase as proposed 
and the manner in which the investiga- 
tion was presently to be conducted. 


Intermountain Groups 


The Intermountain Transportation 
Council and the Utah Citizens Rate As- 
sociation, in their joint petition, asked 
the Commission to amend its order in 
the proceeding so as to provide for a 
full hearing, or in the alternative, extend 
the time for filing of evidence by pro- 
testants, replies thereto by the petitioners 
for cross-examination and for oral ar- 
gument. 


“This proceeding,” the petition said, 
“involves an application of the railroads 
to add more than $1,000,000,000 annually 
to the freight bills of the nation. It is a 
matter of vital importance to all shippers 
in the United -States and particularly 
to those in the intermountain area who 
presently pay the highest freight rates 
in the nation and whose freight rates 
would be subject to the greatest dollar 
and cents increase as a result of the 
proposed horizontal percentage increase. 

“Such an increase as is proposed here 
would price many of the shippers in the 
intermountain area out of their markets. 


It would cause a major revolution in the 
economic life of the intermountain west. 
Such a serious step should not be taken 
by the Commission on any summary 
procedure. It is a matter which warrants 
a full and complete hearing in which all 
interested parties should be given an 
opportunity, not merely by verified state- 
ments, but by actual presentation of evi- 
dence before the Commission to acquaint. 
the Commission with all the problems 
involved in the proposed increase.” 


Manufacturing Companies 


Kwikset Locks, Inc., asked the Com- 
mission to hold a full hearing in the 
proceeding and also to hold regional 
hearings “thereby allowing all phases of 
the railroads’ petition” to be openly and 
justly investigated and analyzed. The 
company said: 


“We do adopt the feelings and senti- 
ments of the Cooperating Committee of 
State Commissioners who were in at- 
tendance at the hearings in Ex Parte 196, 
in their statements that this type of 
procedure is wholly indequate, and also 
that if the rights of the general public 
and the shippers are to be protected, they 
must be protected by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission.” 


Essick Manufacturing Co. petitioned 
that the Commission to modify its order 
of October 1 so as to, (1) extend the 
date fixed for filing verified statements 
in opposition to the petitioners’ state- 
ments, (2) provide for public hearings at 
regional locations throughout the na- 
tion including a hearing at Los Angeles, 
(3) require respondent carriers in this 
proceeding to justify on a regional basis 
the need for proposed rate increases, and 
(4) require respondent carriers in this 
proceeding to submit evidence of the 
effect of passenger train deficits on rate 
of return of carriers. 





I.R.S. Rules Joint Delivery 
Of Newspapers Is Taxable 


The Internal Revenue Service, in rev- 
enue ruling 56-565, issued November 5, 
has stated that where, in a joint deliv- 
ery service between two newspaper pub- 
lishers, each publisher delivers by motor 
vehicle bundles of the other publisher’s 
papers along with his own to different 
towns and cities, each publisher is, to 
the extent that he delivers for the other 
publisher, “a person engaged in the busi- 
ness of transporting property for hire” 
within the meaning of section 4272(a) 
of the internal revenue code of 1954. 


“The service performed by one pub- 
lisher for another,” the I.R.S. said, “is 
considered to be payment for the trans- 
portation of property and is subject to 
the tax imposed by section 4271(a) of 
the code.” 

The I.R.S. explained that each pub- 
lisher issued a large daily newspaper 
in the same city and that they entered 
into an agreement by which one pub- 
lisher delivered bundles of his paper and 
of the other publisher’s paper to dealers 
and distributors in one-half of the out- 
lying areas while the second publisher 
performed the same service in the other 
half of the area. 

While there was no payment in money 
by one publisher to the other for the 
delivery service, said the IRS., “there 
is a payment made by each publisher 
to the other-in the form of service.” 
Therefore, the I.R.S. added, the trans- 
portation service performed by each 
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publisher for each other was performed 
for a consideration. 





‘Watch-and-See’ Policy 
Includes Preliminary 
Planning for Oil Needs 


While the administration contin- 
ued a “watch-and-see” attitude with 
reference to petroleum and tanker 
needs which might arise as a result 
of the situation involving the Suez 
Canal, preliminary steps were being 
taken to assure prompt action when 
and if the decision was made that 
action was required. 


Following conferences between mem- 
bers of the petroleum industry, Cabinet 
officers and other government officials, 
the National Petroleum Council an- 
nounced that its chairman, Walter S. 
Hallanan, in response to a request from 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
had appointed a committee on petroleum 
tanker requirements. 

The government had asked the N.P.C. 
to make a study of petroleum tanker 
transportation to include the construc- 
tion schedule, by number and size, 
“United States and world-wide,” between 
now and 1965, without regard to registry, 
of all tankers under construction, on or- 
der, or definitely planned. In addition 
the N.P.C. was asked to determine the 
extent to which ships now on order but 
not started might be increased in size. 

B. Brewster Jennings, chairman of the 
board of Socony Mobil Oil Co., New 
York, N.Y., was named chairman of the 
study committee. 


Tanker Plans 


On November 5 Clarence G. Morse, 
maritime administrator, said that the 
Maritime Administration was going 
ahead with the reactivation of all use- 
able tankers in the reserve fleet. This 
will involve 12 tankers of the T-2 type. 
Plans for putting them in service, Mr. 
Morse said, were under discussion. 

Previously, Mr. Morse had announced 
invitations to bid on the purchase of 
six of the T-2 type tankers. Bids will be 
received until 2:15 p.m., and will be 
opened at the offices of the Maritime 
Administration at 2:30 p.m., November 16. 

The M.A. offered the ships for sale at 
their present locations and in their 
respective conditions at time of de- 
livery, with a stipulation that the pur- 
chaser employ the vessels as tankers 
under American-flag operation. The ves- 
sels purchased may be used in either 
the domestic or foreign trade of the 
United States. 

“At the time these ships were acquired 
by the government, many vessels were in 
lay-up and their value was correspond- 
ingly low,” said Mr. Morse. “However, re- 
cent international conditions have caused 
an ‘upsurge in demands for tanker ton- 
nage. In keeping with Maritime Admin- 
istration policy, it is desirable that these 
ships be put into private commercial use 
rather than government operation.” 

Mr. Morse said that no request for 
foreign transfer of these vessels would 
be entertained at this time. 

Interruption to oil shipments through 
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the Suez Canal also brought discussions 
in Washington of possible methods for 
increasing the production of oil in the 
Western Hemisphere. The magnitude of 
the problem was indicated by the fact 
that, in September, about 1.9 million bar- 
rels of oil moved by sea from the Middle 
East, about 1.2 million barrels going 
through the Suez Canal. Time and 
higher cost of the transportation of oil 
around the African continent were fac- 
tors which were given consideration in 
Washington discussions of the over-all 
problem. 


As of November 7 the Office of Defense 
Mobilization reported “no comment” be- 
yond the fact that the situation was 
being watched closely. 


Adams Says Public, Airlines 
Ready to Enjoy Benefits of 
Jet-Age Air Transportation 


Joseph P. Adams, vice-chairman 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board, in 
an address before the Washington 
chapter of the National Defense 
Transportation Association at the 
Washington (D.C.) National Airport 
on November 1, took as his subject: 
“The Public and the Airlines Are Fit, 
Willing and Able to Enjoy the Bene- 
fits of Jet Air Transport.” 


He said that American airlines “spread 
over 200,000 route miles, serve 700 cities, 
use 1,600 aircraft, annually fly 25 billion 
revenue passenger-miles and a half-bil- 
lion cargo ton-miles, generate $1.75 bil- 
lion dollars of revenue annually, have 
net assets of $1.3 billion dollars, and em- 
ploy 125,000 people.” 

Mr. Adams said that the strides the 
airlines had made since 1946 were even 
more marked than the progress between 
1938 and 1946. 


Turning to the subject of subsidies 
paid the airlines, Mr. Adams said his 
feeling was that “the people of the 
United States have thus far been the 
recipients of a great bargain.” He said 
that all major forms of transportation 
had been subsidized in one way or an- 
other, and that he did not feel that the 
airlines had been unduly preferred. He 
added that “in the long run, each mode 
of transportation pays back more than 
public aid puts into it.” 


Subsidy Problem 


After reviewing the subsidy situation 
and saying that with but one exception 
all of the domestic trunklines were “off 
subsidy,” that as a result of a recent 
route award, there was every reason to 
believe that this exception would dis- 
appear, and adding that the subsidy to 
“our international carriers” had been cut 
very substantially in the last four years, 
Mr. Adams said the only substantial 
subsidy problem concerned the local serv- 
ice airlines. Saying the local service 
industry had justified its existence in 
the 10 years it had been in operation, 
Mr. Adams added: 

“The fact is, however, that despite 
all their efforts toward economic self- 
sufficiency, the annual subsidy bill of 


the local airlines stands close to twenty- 
five million dollars and there is no im- 
mediate promise of its being reduced 
substantially. While this total subsidy 
bill seems to be stuck on dead-center, 
the local airlines have made remarkable 
progress in expanding their services over 
substantially expanded routes, at the 
same time significantly reducing their 
unit costs. In other words, in a strikingly 
expanding market, they require less sub- 
sidy support, year by year, in relation 
to the volume of service offered and 
carried.” 

Turning to the developments in con- 
nection with jet propelled planes, Mr. 
Adams said he thought that “the recent 
commitment of our airlines to the jet 
age of transport is undoubtedly one 
of the most courageous and at the same 
time one of the wisest decisions in the 
business annals of this nation.” 

The order for 400 long- and medium- 
range turbine-powered transports, he 
said, was “quite a big order” adding that 
carriers had on order more than 300 
piston-powered aircraft which would con- 
tinue to “come in” until the jets were 
placed in operation. 


Equipment Investment 


He said he understood that the in- 
vestment “ in all these aircraft” and in 
additional facilities would approximate 
$2 billion as against the present $11/3 
billion present investment. 

“That is an awful lot of money and it 
was beginning to scare me a little until 
I learned that even those pillars of con- 
servative money lending—the insurance 
companies, no less—were proving not 
too hard to deal with,” Mr. Adams 
declared. 

He said he thought the real motiva- 
ation for the acceptance of the jet age 
was the “ripeness of the times and our 
people for the ushering in of the jet 
age of civilian mass air transportation.” 

As to the market for jet transportation, 
Mr. Adams said that less than 15 per 
cent of the American people had been 
customers of an airline and that it was 
up to the airline managements to “get 
these people representing 85 per cent 
of all our population to travel by plane.” 
He said the big businesses of the coun- 
try had geared production and sales 
policies to a mass market and had 
changed the nation’s buying habits “by 
superior salesmanship and ‘bargain’ pric- 
ing.” 

That, said Mr. Adams, was precisely 
what the airline industry must do to a 
greater extent than ever before. 


Examiner Gwynn, of I.C.C. 
Dies in Washington, D.C. 


Hearing Examiner Riley A. Gwynn, of 
the Commission, died on October 31 of 
a heart ailment at Mount Alto Veterans 
Hospital in Washington, D.C., after a 
long illness. He was 56 years old. 


Mr. Gwynn, a native of Utah, had 
served with the I.C.C. since August, 1927, 
when he became an assistant examiner 
in the Bureau of Formal Cases. He re- 
signed in 1934, and for more than six 
years was engaged in statistical and 
tariff work for the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission. 

Later he returned to the I.C.C., and, 
in January, 1955, was appointed a hear- 
ing examiner in the Bureau of Formal 
Cases. He conducted various important 
rate cases involving such commodities as 
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iron and steel products, coal, machin 
petroleum and petroleum products, grain 
— ao products, lumber, and liye. 
stock. 


F.R.P. Issues Pamphlet 
On ‘Petty Discrimination’ 
In Transport Regulation 


The Federation for Railway Prog- 
ress has published a 51-page printed 
pamphlet entitled “ ‘Petty’ Discrim- 
ination in Transport Regulation,” 
written by Robert L. Banks, a trans- 
portation consultant. 


In a foreword, the F.R.P. said that the 
report was “wholly that of the author” 
and that “its publication by the Federa- 
tion entails no endorsement by it of the 
data or conclusions presented.” 

The pamphlet opens with a page com- 
prising a tabulation bearing the caption: 
“Summary of ‘Petty’ Inequities in Trans- 
port Regulations.” 

The items tabulated first cover the 
uniform system of accounts and reports 
of various kinds required of carriers— 
annual reports, reports of payments to 
non-employes, salary reports, waybill 
samples, commodity statistics, separation 
of operating expenses, and accident re- 
ports. The tabulation then lists tariff 
indexes, maximum credit periods, liabil- 
ity, reparations, navigational clearance 
requirements and criminal penalties con- 
tained in the interstate commerce and 
civil aeronautics acts. 


Under a heading “Inequity,” the tab- 
ulation then shows what is required of 
the railroads for each of the items 
listed and what is required of motor 
carriers, bus lines and air carriers. 

As an example, under the item “Li- 
ability,” it is shown that air carriers are 
“limited by tariff rules and bill of lading 
terms”. For water carriers it is shown 
they have liability “only from own 
negligence.” Railroads are shown as 
“near insurers of the goods.” 

The author said that the pamphlet 
was “a report on nooks and crannies,” 
dealing with “obscure and petty discrim- 
inations which have arisen in the trans- 
portation industry.” He added that most 
of “these inequities are an inheritance 
from an era now only dimly seen—an 
era of vast railroad empires sprawled 
across the land, ruthless in energy and 
heedless of restraint.” Later the author 
said that “the spirit of 1887 lingers on, 
although the monopoly at which it was 
aimed has long since disappeared.” 


Each of the tabulated items is then 
commented on by the author. 


N.Y. Operations Council 


“How to Maintain Quality Service” was 
the subject of a panel discussion at & 
meeting of the Operations Council of 
New York State, October 31, in the Prince 
George hotel, New York City. 


The panelists and their specific topics 
were: E. D. Butler, of Brooks Transpor- 
tation Co. “Terminal Operations in 
Relation to Quality Service;” J. Ryan, 
of Middle Atlantic Transportation Co., 
“Pickup and Delivery in Relation to 
Quality Service”; and H. Howard, of em- 
pire State Truck Terminal Co., Inc. 
“Sales in Relation to Quality Service.” 
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The moderator was Tom Clarke, of R-C 
Motor Lines, Inc. 





Military Traffic Management 
Agency Absorbs Negotiation 


For Defense Dep’t Transport 


All negotiations for the Depart- 
ment of Defense covering transpor- 
tation for the Army, Navy, Air Force 
and Marine Corps on November 1 
were taken over by the new Military 
Traffic Management Agency, said 
Lieutenant Colonel A. Hurow, speak- 
ing for General E. C. R. Lasher, who 
heads the M.T.M.A. 


Colonel Hurow made his statement at 
a meeting of the luncheon club of the 
general agents in Washington, D.C. He 
said also that personnel of the Navy 
and some Marine Corps representatives 
would have headquarters in the building 
housing the M.T.M.A. 


Among other things, Colonel Hurow 
also said that the routing of coal, of 
petroleum and of bulk liquids, control 
of railroad equipment owned by the mili- 
tary services, and the routing of export 
freight would be entrusted to the St. 
Louis, Mo., regional ‘office. Routing of 
Class A and B would go to the various 
regions according to their jurisdiction 
over a particular movement, the speaker 
said, and that group passenger move- 
ments and military impedimenta and 
National Guard traffic would be routed 
from Washington. 


Colonel Hurow said that it was not 
now contemplated that branch offices of 
the regions at New York, Chicago and 
Los Angeles would have any routing 
function, this function to be retained by 
the regional office of which they were 
branches. He said that the M.T.M.A. 
expected to have new regional offices in 
operation throughout the country by 
June 30, 1957. 


New Haven, Conn., Observes 


Five ‘Transportation Days’ 


A motorcade, an exposition, and mo- 
tion pictures on transportation and 
travel were included in National Trans- 
portation Week activities of the Traffic 
Association of New Haven County, in 
cooperation with the New Haven (Conn.) 
Safety Council and the Women’s Traffic 
Club of New Haven. 

An exhibit hall, in which the State 
Highway and Aeronautics Department, 
the New Haven traffic department, the 
city’s redevelopment commission and the 
Connecticut state police presented dis- 
plays, was open daily from 1 p.m. to 9 
p.m., from October 23 through October 
26, and from 10 a.m. to 6 p.m. on Octo- 
ber 27. From 5 to 9 p.m. each day and 
all day on October 27 movies on trans- 
portation and travel, including rail, 
truck, marine and air features, were 
shown, free of charge. 

October 23 was designated as “Railroad 
Day,” and the four succeeding days were 
Observed, in that order, as “Motor Car- 
riers’ Day,” “Marine Day,” “Air Day,” 
and “Private Transportation Day.” 
Mayor Richard C. Lee, of New Haven, 


issued a Transportation Week proclama- 
tion. 


Bernard N. Schaefer, traffic manager 
of I. Hershman & Co., New Haven, was 
general chairman of the week’s program 
and was assisted by a coordinating com- 
mittee of 25 members. 


The Transportation Week observance 
began with a “kick-off” dinner, attended. 
by nearly 200 persons, at which United 
States Senator Purtell, of Connecticut, 
was the principal speaker. 
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In the motorcade, October 27, many 
antique cars were demonstrated. Offi- 
cials of the U.S.S. “Rizzi,” a destroyer 
escort, were guests of the Traffic Asso- 
ciation of New Haven County at a lunch- 
eon on October 25. The Transportation 
Week activities were publicized promi- 
nently in the New Haven daily press. 





Improper Handling or Loading Accounts 


For Large Part of Motor Carrier Claims 


Record for First Six Months of 1956, Compiled by National Freight 
Claim Council, Shows Decline in Loss and Damage Prevention, With 
‘Shortages’ and ‘Concealed Damage’ Among Major Causes of Claims. 


The National Freight Claim Coun- 
cil of the American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc., has issued a state- 
ment and statistical compilation 
showing net claim payments totaling 
$5,833,846 in the first six months of 
1956 by 213 carriers having total 
revenue of $551,189,628 in that period, 
the claim ratio of those carriers thus 
amounting to 1.06 per cent, as 
against 0.98 per cent for the full 
year 1955. 


The compilation shows claim payments 
separated as to causes of loss and 
damage, on the basis of complete reports 
filed by 90 carriers. 


“This is the first composite report pre- 
pared on the revised FCS-1 report form 
which permits a more extensive break- 
down by commodities,” said John M. 
Miller, executive secretary of the 
N.F.C.C. “... For the first time in several 
years, the claim ratio has shown an in- 
crease. The ratio of 1.06 for the first 
six months of 1956 is an increase of more 
than 8 per cent over the ratio for the 
year 1955. ... The extended commodity 
breakdown makes it impossible to com- 
pare national claim experience on com- 
modity groups, but there appears to be 
a marked increase in the cost of short- 
age claims over last year. In 1955, short- 
ages were responsible for 23.84 per cent 
of all claim payments. while they caused 
27.69 per cent of all payments in the 
first six months of this year. . 


Acute Claim Problems 


“While no comparison can be made 
between commodity groups on the past 
reports and the new report, the greater 
breakdown in the commodity list per- 
mits some pertinent facts to come to 
light. Shortages in clothing and auto 
parts and accessories represent acute 
claim problems as they are responsible 
for more than half the claim cost in 
their respective categories and each is 
responsible for 2 per cent or more of the 
total claim payments. 

“The high percentage of concealed 
damage on new furniture is another 
problem which definitely needs attention. 
Other claim problems are reflected in the 
payments for shortages of tires and tubes 
(which may be primarily a marking 
problem), improper handling of gro- 
ceries and food products, and concealed 


damage on all of the large appliances... 

“In the past some have attacked the 
value of our claim statistical reports 
because they cover ‘too few reporting 
carriers.’ In this connection, your at- 
tention is directed to the fact that the 
90 carriers supplying us with a statistical 
breakdown by causes and commodities 
had a claim ratio during the first six 
months of 1956 of 1.06. A total of 213 
carriers (including the 90) reported their 
net claim payment and gross revenues 
for this period and the ratio for this 
larger number was exactly 1.06, the same 
as for those supplying the extensive 
breakdown. From this, it can be con- 
cluded that the experience of our report- 
ing carriers as shown herein is typical 
of the industry .. .” 


Claims According to Causes 


For the 90 reporting carriers, claim 
payments in the first half of 1956 totaled 
$4,859,605, divided as follows: Shortage, 
$1,345,462; theft and pilferage, $157,244; 
improper handling, unloading or stowing, 
$1,750,327; concealed damage, $987,623; 
delay, $44,611; defective equipment, $215,- 
913; wreck or fire, $358,425. The report 
showed a deduction of $1,083,326 for sal- 
vage, from the elaim payment total of 
$4,859,605, leaving a net claim payment 
total of $3,776,279. 


Claims received in the six-month pe- 
riod totaled, in number, 176,490, according 
to the report. Of these, 75.75 per cent, 
or 133,689, were settled in 30 days; 16.7 
per cent, or 29,483 were settled in 30 to 
90 days, and 7.55 per cent, or 13,318 
claims, took more than 90 days for set- 
tlement. The gross revenue of the 90 
carriers for the first half of 1956 was 
$354,954,872. 

Commodities that accounted for more 
than 2 per cent of the total claim pay- 
ments for the first half of 1956 were 
shown in the statistical compilation as 
follows: 

Alcoholic beverages, 2.31 per cent or 
$112,430; auto parts and accessories, 3.73 
per cent or $181,385; building and pav- 
ing materials, 2.57 per cent or $124,920; 
clothing, 5.18 per cent or $251,731; con- 
fectionery, candy, 2.04 per cent or $99,283; 
cotton piece goods, 2.74 per cent or $133,- 
023; electrical appliances, N.O.I., 2.97 per 
cent or $144,432; new furniture, 5.49 per 
cent or $266,775; glass and mirrors, 2.95 
per cent or $143,267; groceries, food 
products, N.O.I., 4.34 per cent or $210,- 
741; iron and steel articles, N.O.I., 3.92 
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per cent or $190,571; new machinery, 
5.96 per cent or $289,425; paper and pa- 
per products, 3.05 per cent or $148,435; 
plumbing articles, supplies, 2.42 per cent 
or $117,674; TV sets and parts, 2.15 per 
cent or $104,293. 





Canadian Board Says Tariff 
Items Provided Straight, 
Mixed Carload Fruit Rates 


Railroad tariff provisions which 
said that shipments of fruits and 
vegetables “may be accepted in mixed 
carloads,” in conjunction with a rule 
providing for straight carload appli- 
cation of rates, established ratings 
for straight and mixed carload ship- 
ments, according to a ruling of the 
Board of Transport Commissioners 
of Canada. 

The board identified its ruling as file 
47967 and said that “this being a ruling 
of the board no order will issue.” 

The application on which the board 
ruled was filed with it by the Canadian 
Fruit Wholesalers’ Association, which 
asked a ruling as to the legally appli- 
cable rates on straight carloads of fruits 
and vegetables between points in eastern 
Canada between November 15, 1953, and 
December 19, 1954, inclusive. 


The situation arose as the result of the 


filing of tariffs implementing the terms of . 


a board order, No. 82339, of October 9, 
1953, which was intended as a “small” 
but “real” step toward equalization of 
the class rate structure in Canada, the 
board said. 


By that order, the board permitted 
railway companies subject to its juris- 
diction, in their discretion, to increase 
class rates then in effect in eastern 
Canada by not more than 10 per cent, 
while decreasing the class rates within 
western Canada by 5 per cent. 


Class Rates Published 


The board said that the revised class 
rates, increasing the eastern rates by 
10 per cent, were established in the 
tariffs as “Table A” and made applicable 
“only on articles moving under class 
rates at ratings authorized in Canadian 
Classification.” The board added that. 
the former class rates were continued 
in the tariffs and designated “Table B” 
but were restricted to apply only to 
“articles moving under ratings other 
than authorized in Canadian Classifica- 
tion.” 


The items involved were 1980, original 
page 85 of Canadian National Railways 
tariff C.T.C. E.4060; Chesapeake & Ohio 
tariff C.T.C. 818, and Canadian Pacific 
tariff C.T.C. E.1599, item 1680, original 
page 93. 

The Canadian National and Canadian 
Pacific items were set out by the board 
in its ruling. The C. & O. item was 
“synonomous” with that of the Canadian 
National, the board said. The items set 
out the ratings for various fruits, melons 
and vegetables, each carrying a provision 
that the articles listed “may be accepted 
in mixed carloads at respective carload 
ratings at actual weight of each com- 
modity, subject to minimum weight and 


minimum charge per car” as shown in 
the respective tariffs. 


Point at Issue’ 


The board said that, effective Decem- 
ber 20, 1954, those provisions were 
amended by adding the words “in 
straight or mixed carloads,” and it said 
that the minimum carload weights and 
minimum charges were not amended at 
that time. The board added: 


“The point a tissue is that the railways 
have applied ‘Table B’ rates on mixed 
carloads and ‘Table A’ on straight car- 
loads within eastern territory, whereas 
the applicant asserts that the said tariff 
provisions, supra, are capable of being in- 
terpreted as applicable to both straight 
and mixed carloads at ‘Table B’ rates.” 


The board said the Canadian National 
asserted that its tariff provisions were 
clearly applicable on mixed carloads only 
and were so shown without any uncer- 
tainty, and that it was not until Decem- 
ber 20, 1954, after negotiation with the 
interested shippers, that the provisions 
were extended to straight carloads. 


The Canadian Pacific, the board said, 
directed attention to paragraph 5 of the 
class rate order (No. 82339) to the effect 
that “for the purpose of clarification 
this order is not applicable to .. . com- 
modity rates now in effect which are 
given a class rating differing from that 
applicable in the Canadian Freight 
Classification.” The board said that the 
C.P. further asserted that in its tariff 
provision the ratings were precisely the 
class ratings shown in the classification. 
and that such tariff provisions had not 
given to straight carloads “a class rating 
differing from that applicable” in the 
classification. 

The C.P. still further contended that 
the tariff provisions in issue only altered 
the class rates by providing for respec- 
tive carload ratings in mixed carloads, 
and therefore merely provided a mixing 
privilege not obtainable from the appli- 
cation of the classification. 

“The main contention of the appli- 
cant,” the board said, “is that these 
tariff provisions establish ‘class ratings’ 
for the goods specified and that by so 
doing the aid ‘ratings’ are ‘other than 
authorized in Canadian Freight Classifi- 
cation’ to which “Table B’ rates were 
made applicable, and that such ratings 
apply whether in straight or mixed car- 
loads.” 


Discussion, Conclusions 


The board, in its “discussions and con- 
clusions” said that the C.N. stated its 
position was that “while the items cited 
did set up ‘ratings other than authorized 
in the Canadian Freight Classification,’ 
they were applicable only on mixed car- 
load shipments.” However, the board 
added, “the applicant has directed at- 
tention to Rule 17 of the tariff, reading: 

“*Mixed Carloads.—Unless otherwise 
specifically authorized in  individhal 
items, rates named herein will apply only 
on straight carloads... .’” 


Canadian National Item 


The board then said that an examina- 
tion of item 1980 of the C.N. tariff did 
not disclose any specific authorization 
that the ratings named therein applied 
only on mixed carloads. It said that the 
wording in Rule 17 “rates named herein 
will apply only on straight carloads,” 
indicated that the item provisions could 
be interpreted as having application to 
both straight and mixed carloads “simply 
because the item provides for mixing 


TRAFFIC Worip 


and Rule 17 provides for the straight 
carloads” ‘The board added: 

“It is our opinion that to have re. 
stricted item 1980 to mixed carloads 
while Rule 17 remained in the tariff as 
then worded, would necessitate that the 
words ‘in mixed carloads only’ be inserteg 
in the item. This opinion is not jp. 
tended to be in criticism of the tariff 
wording as it is quite obvious that untij 
our order was issued there was no dif- 
ference in the rates which had to be 
taken into consideration and the sity. 
ation which arose thereafter could not 
have been anticipated. It is, nevertheless, 
our duty to set out the literal interpre. 
tation of the tariff ” 


The Board then turned to item 1689 
of the C.P. tariff and said it was of 
the opinion that the tariff set out, first, 
the ratings to apply on the goods de- 
scribed “which are not restricted for 
application to mixed carloads.” Sec- 
ondly, it said, the separate paragraph 
went on to say that “shipments may be 
—— in mixed carloads.” The board 
added: 


“As the predominant concession given 
as to mixed carloads is that they may 
move at ‘respective carload ratings’ the 
second paragraph is merely a modifica- 
tion of the Classification Rule 10 which, 
but for the provisions of the tariff, 
would assess mixed carloads at the rat- 
ing for the highest classed articles in 
the car.” 


It was probably for that reason, said 
the board, that the C.P. stressed the 
wording of paragraph 5 of the order 
and said that the ratings shown were 
precisely the class ratings shown in the 
classification, so that the commodity tar- 
iffs have not in any respect given to 
straight carload shipments a class rating 
differing from that applicable in the 
classification.” 


Here the board said that it must be ob- 
served that the C.P. did not deny that 
the tariff item provided straight carload 
ratings, but only stressed that such 
ratings did not differ with the classifica- 
tion. To this extent, said the board, 
“there is ground to dispute, in part, the 
statement that there is no difference in 
rating.” It then referred to a fourth class 
ratings on “Fruits” in the tariff while 
the classification carried a third class 
rating for a number of fruits by name, 
with differences also noted on melons, 
quinces, and apples in bulk. 


Board’s Ruling 


On full consideration of all that had 
been submitted, said the board, it ruled 
that the involved tariff items, as in effect 
between November 15, 1953, and Decem- 
ber 19, 1954, both dates inclusive ‘estab- 
lished ratings for straight carload ship- 
ments and mixed carload shipments 
‘other than authorized in Canadian 
Classification’ and were therefore subject 
to the rates provided by “Table B’ of the 
tariffs in which such rates are shown.” 


In a separate discussion of the C.P.’s 
contentions concerning paragraph 5 of 
order No. 82339, the board said the order 
merely implemented the terms of the 
board’s judgment and that paragraph 5 
neither restricted nor extended the first 
two paragraphs of the order, adding: — 

“The order did not apply to commodity 
rates, therefore if a ‘Class Rating’ was 
accorded by a commodity tariff such 
class rating did not come within the scope 
of the order whether the rating was the 
same as or different than the classifica- 
tion rating.” 
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Action to Expedite L.C.L. 
Freight Haulage Urged by 
Northwest Shipper Board 


A recommendation that the rail- 
roads “recognize” volume L.C.L. ship- 
ments and handle them as overhead 
ears, passing transfer points and 
making possible a saving in car- 
days through faster unloading, was 
made by the L.C.L. transportation 
committee of the Northwest Ship- 
pers Advisory Board in the course 
of its one hundred fifteenth regular 
meeting, October 24 and 25, in the 
Gardner hotel, Fargo N.D. 


The committee suggested establish- 
ment of substituted truck-for-rail service 
for smaller communities, particularly 
those in which manufacturers and dis- 
tributors of nationally marketed products 
were located. To speed up delivery and 
handling of L.C.L. traffic, the committee 
said, seven-day week operations should 
be instituted at large terminal freight 
houses. 

In the report of the board’s freight 
loss and damage prevention committee 
it was shown that shippers who attended 
the committee’s meeting had urged up- 
grading of cars by the railroads and had 
complained that in many instances cars 
unfit for the loading of the commodities 
for which they had been ordered were 
being placed on industry tracks by the 
railroads. The committee spokesman told 
the board that the consignee’s carload 
damage report form was not being used 
to the extent expected and that the un- 
loaders should use this form and forward 
it to the shipper, in the interest of 
freight loss and damage prevention. It 
was reported to the board, also, that 
the committee, in discussion of dunnage, 
advocated the making of adjustment in 
tariffs by the railroads “on a more 
realistic basis” for greater allowance 
for dunnage. 


Car Detention Situation 


K. R. Almy, chairman of the board’s 
car efficiency committee and general 
traffic manager of the Russell Miller 
Milling Co., reported that car detention 
in the board’s area in the third quarter 
of this year exceeded that reported for 
the second quarter, but that the 15.2 
per cent detention for the third quarter 
showed a reduction of 2.7 per cent below 
the corresponding figure for the third 
quarter of 1955. 

L. A. Hart, general secretary of the 
board and traffic manager of the Cream 
of Wheat Corporation, Minneapolis, pre- 
sented the board’s carloading forecast 
for the fourth quarter, indicating an in- 
crease of 4.5 per cent over the same 
1955 period. Of the 29 commodities listed 
in the forecast, 11 showed an anticipated 
increase, and decreases were predicted 
for nine, while for the remaining nine 
“no change” was indicated. 


J. J. Kelly, manager of the military 
transportation section in the car service 
division of the Association of American 
Railroads, said that the railroads had 
more than 113,000 on order on October 
1 this year and that this was enough 
to keep the car builders busy during 
the remainder of 1956 and most of next 
year. He said the railroads estimated 
that the steel strike last summer prob- 
ably cost the railroads about 14,000 new 


cars this year, and that in this the car 
builders agreed. 


Covered Hopper Fleet 


Mr. Kelly said that five years ago the 
railroads owned 20,000 covered hoppers 
and that they now own 40,000 such cars. 

Charles B. Shuman, national presi- 
dent of the American Farm Bureau 
Federation, guest speaker at the board’s 
luncheon on October 25, discussed fed- 
eral government policies with respect to 
farm surpluses. The soil bank, properly 
administered, he said, represented a 
means of taking land resources out of 
production and of aiding in restoring a 
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balance between supply and demand in 
farm markets. The future of American 
agriculture, he said, depended largely on 
finding better ways of doing things. He 
added that “if we choose the price-fix- 
ing route to prosperity, we will wind up 
with a socialized agriculture.” 

W. E. Keller, general chairman of the 
board and vice-president of the Truax- 
Traer Coal Co., Minot, N.D., presided 
during the general session of the board. 





Dr. Frederick Says Six Factors, Working 
Together, ‘Beat’ So-Called ‘Cabinet Bills’ 


Professor of Transportation at University of Maryland, Addressing 
Group in Peoria, Says That ‘Seemingly It Was Taken for Granted 


That What Is Good for Carriers . . 


Six circumstances, “working to- 
gether,” combined to “beat” the pro- 
posed legislation to implement the 
recommendations of the so-called 
Cabinet committee (or Weeks com- 
mittee) on transport policy and or- 
ganization in the Eighty-fourth Con- 
gress said Dr. John H. Frederick, 
professor of transportation at the 
University of Maryland, in a speech 
at a meeting of the Transportation 
Club of Peoria, Ill., November 8. 


In his address on “What Beat the 
Weeks Report,” Dr. Frederick reviewed 
legislative enactments of the last 16 years 
in the transportation field, beginning with 
the transportation act of 1940. The vital 
points of the declaration of national 
transportation policy in the 1940 act, he 
said, were: Impartial regulation of all 
modes of transportation; preservation of 
the inherent advantages of each type of 
transportation; promotion of sound con- 
ditions in the transportation industries; 
condemnation of destructive competitive 
practices, and encouragement of fair 
wages and working conditions. Decision 
as to the actual meaning of those ele- 
ments of policy, he said, was left in the 
hands of the Commission. 

“By 1945,” he said, “it was seen that 
something would have to be undertaken 
to make our national transportation 
policy more workable. 


‘Conflict in Regulation’ 


“The perfect hodge-podge of enact- 
ments which characterized the develop- 


ment of transportation regulation, largely . 


the result of attempts to compromise the 
conflicts between various competing and 
opposing carriers as they had been 
brought under federal jurisdiction, had 
by then provided us with too much regu- 
lation, too much conflict in regulation, 
and a system which seemed better 
adapted to conditions of 20 years previ- 
ously than to the post-war years. More- 
over, the function of government had 
extended far beyond the public need, 
and all carriers were beginning to feel 
that far too little was left to private 
management. It was felt that what was 
needed was an objective approach to the 
entire problem, so that we might adjust 


. Must Be Good for the Shippers.’ 


our national transportation policy to ex- 
isting conditions.” 


Dr. Frederick then recalled the national 
transportation inquiry conducted by the 
House interstate and foreign commerce 
committee in 1946, the “cooperative proj- 
ect on national transportation policy” 
of the Transportation Association of 
America, a report on which was made 
available to Congress in 1953, and studies 
made, concurrently with those of the 
T.A.A., by the Senate interstate and 
foreign commerce committee. 


Problem Faced by Carriers 


In 1952 and 1953, he said, the transpor- 
tation industry was getting into a des- 
perate situation in many respects, and 
“carriers were faced with the problem © 
of matching the physical and financial 
structure of the industry, much of which 
was static, with shifting areas of pro- 
duction and constant changes in the sys- 
tem of distribution used by agriculturé 
and industry.” Continuing, he said: 


“At the same time it was realized that 
drastic regulation of competition was not 
the solution of the transportation prob- 
lem. Regulation is expensive. It is bureau- 
cratic. Once established, it expands and 
it paralyzes private initiative without 
offering constructive leadership. More 
and more people within and without the 
transportation industry were realizing 
that the government could not, for the 
sake of any one agency of transportation, 
invent and apply to its competitors either 
regulation or burden on the theory of 
handicapping all in a race. 


“It was becoming increasingly apparent 
that common carriers were subject to the 
same play of economic forces as all other 
business enterprises; that regulation 
could not control economic law. Regula- 
tion, to be sure, could fix rates but it 
could not control production and con- 
sumption. Regulation could fix pay and 
working rules, but it could not guarantee 
employment. It was time for a decision 
to be reached as to just how far regula- 
tion should extend in the public interest, 
and the areas of freedom which should 
be permitted management in its efforts to 
comply with economic forces. 


“As far as Congress was concerned, it 
Was apparent that if transportation was 
regulated in the public interest, Con- 
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gress had to assume responsibility for the 
results of such regulation; it had to pro- 
vide for a sound credit structure of the 
industry as a whole if private ownership 
was to be preserved. In other words, regu- 
lation, matched with economic trends, 
should afford all types of carriers an 
opportunity to earn a fair return. No one 
should assume authority without accept- 
ing responsibility. Existing transporta- 
tion conditions seemed to speak for them- 
selves to say that federal regulation had 
left much to be desired. 


Action by Eisenhower 


“Into this situation stepped President 
Eisenhower in July, 1954, and appointed 
a committee of Cabinet members, headed 
by Secretary of Commerce Sinclair 
Weeks, to make a comprehensive, up-to- 
date review of over-all transportation 
policies and problems. The committee 
had the official title of the Presidential 
Advisory Committee on Transport Policy 
and Organization but it soon became 
known as the ‘Weeks committee’ and its 
report as the ‘Weeks report’. 


“A working group was appointed, and 
the committee made its report in May, 
1955, accompanying it with a proposed 
bill designed to implement the various 
features of the report. Identical omni- 
bus bills were introduced both in the 
House and the Senate, but the House 
committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce stole a march on the Senate 
committee and was the first to hold 
hearings, which came approximately a 
year after the report had been submitted, 
or in April, May and June, 1956. These 
hearings developed so much opposition 
to the recommendations of the Weeks 
committee, and to the proposed legisla- 
tion, that the House committee took no 
action on the implementing legislation, 
either favorably or unfavorably, but re- 
ferred the whole matter to the commit- 
tee’s staff for further study. The Senate 
took no action, and the bills died with 
the adjournment of Congress last July. 

“Now that we have had a review of 
the various activities leading up to the 
placing of the transportation problems 
of the country into the hands of a 
Cabinet committee, the highest level on 
which the matter had so far been con- 
sidered, let us see why nothing has 
resulted. In other words, what beat 
the ‘Weeks report’? Few would quarrel 
with the objectivevs of the legislation, 
but the methods proposed to bring about 
the proposed changes evoked bitter op- 
position. 

“In essence the Weeks report said this: 
The public has a basic right to have 
available the quantity and quality of 
transportation service it requires, at the 
lowest possible cost. Certain features of 
present regulatory policy, however, are 
not producing that desirable result. We 
place too much emphasis on govern- 
ment direction of carrier affairs and 
insufficient reliance on the beneficial 
forces of the widespread competition 
existing in transportation today. Sec- 
ond, through uneven regulatory stand- 
ards we tend to weaken the basic com- 
mon carrier system by giving its less 
regulated or non-regulated competitors 
undue advantage. As a result, we seem to 
be wasting our transportation resources 





and inhibiting progress 
and service. 

“Several things, working together, 
combined to beat the implementing 
legislation based on the ‘Weeks report’. 
These were: 

“1. The fact that the report and its 
implementing legislation was drawn so 
that it seemed to deal with all types of 
carriers but the spirit, both of the re- 
port and the proposed legislation, and 
in some places the stress of the language 
used, as well as recommendations made, 
indicated that betterment of the situa- 
tion of the railroads was the primary 
concern. Many felt that this view taken 
by the committee and proposed for adop- 
tion by the Congress was decidedly for 
the short run in our economy, not the 
long run view of the welfare of the en- 
tire transportation interest of the coun- 
try as related to the national economy. 
The Weeks committee manifestly consid- 
ered the rail system the essential and 
sufficient transportation backbone of the 
country, and that when “strengthened” 
by enactment of the committee’s pro- 
posals into law, ,the rails would be able 
to meet and continue to meet adequately 
the Nation’s needs for defense, com- 
merce, and the postal service, in times 
both of peace and war, except, perhaps 
in isolated areas and as to local, short 
distance traffic. This view was too nar- 
row and short-sighted and contrary to 
the experiences of our own and recent 
times. 

“2. We now have a better informed 
transportation industry than ever before, 
so that various interests could become 
very vocal. All the activities of Con- 
gressional committees, the Transporta- 
tion Association of America, the trans- 
portation and communication committee 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States, and other groups which 
had discussed the problem since 1946, 
served to inform more and more people. 
Carriers and shippers alike realized that 
in approaching the many problems, it 
had to be realized that they involved 
a general transportation system, a system 
composed of important competing agen- 
cies. It was also well realized that the 
problems were complicated by the fact 
that each type of transportation was 
capable of performing a service that in 
some respects had advantages over all 
its competitors. In other words, our 
transportation problem is essentially one 
of competition; something not adequately 
dealt with by the proposed legislation. 

“For example, all through the report 
emphasis was placed on competition be- 
tween different types of transportation, 
with no mention whatever of competition 
among transportation companies engaged 
in rendering the same type of service. 

“3. The framers of the Weeks report 
and implementing legislation failed to 
consult with those who had been en- 
gaged in transport regulation for many 
years as well as those managing and 
operating many forms of transportation 
concerned. For example, no conferences 
were held with the members or staff of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Hence, many dangerous economic doc- 
trines were suggested and by their very 
nature these evoked the opposition of 
large numbers of people. I refer to the 
proposed new doctrine of competition 
to provide for and develop our national 
transportation industry; new proposals 
for changing the methods of setting 
transportation prices or rate making, and 
the effect upon our national transporta- 
tion system of reverting to competition 
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within wide limits as a price or rate 
regulator. 


“4. The report and inplementing legis. 
lation recommended the relaxation of 
federal controls on rail carriers, but 
plied more regulation to other carriers 
particularly highway and bulk carriers 
by water. Such a recommendation was 
naturally resisted by the carriers cop- 
cerned and seems very strange on the 
face of it, as, by now, it has been pretty 
well accepted that no_ transportation 
problem can be solved by handicapping 
one carrier over another. 


“5. There was no mention in the report 
or in the proposed legislation of shippers 
and shipper interests and _ problems, 
Seemingly, it was taken for granted that 
what is good for the carriers, chiefly the 
rail carriers, must be good for shippers, 
In a sense this is true, but not where, 
as was proposed, long-standing rules and 
facility situations, such as bulk carriage 
arrangements by water, were to be dis- 
turbed. This aroused shipper opposition. 

“6. The implementing legislation tried 
to do too much all at once. It was in 
the form of an omnibus bill covering all 
recommendations of the Weeks commit- 
tee. Hence anyone opposed to one part 
of the proposal fought to defeat the 
whole bill. Some think that much more 
progress could have been made had the 
implementing legislation been broken 
down into a number of bills on several 
of which substantial agreement could 
have been obtained. 

“The Weeks report was beaten and in 
many respects it defeated itself. Some- 
thing will arise in the next Congress to 
take its place. In a popular form of 
government, the sound solution for the 
national transportation problems can be 
found only in an informed public under- 
standing making it able and willing to 
deal constructively and justly as between 
both carriers and the public. When the 
public understands and supports such 
policies, Congress will be able to accom- 
plish much more to approve those policies 
as will best serve the nation as a whole. 
To the end that the public has been 
informed, that we now understand more 
about the transportation problems of 
today and their possible solution for the 
future, everything that has led up to the 
Weeks Report so far and even the defeat 
of its implementing legislation has been 
valuable. Let us all have high hopes for 
the next round!” 





New Jersey Begins Monthly 


Commercial Vehicle Checks 


Directives have been issued by the at- 
torney. general of the state of New Jersey 
to each of the three troops of the New 
Jersey State Police for a complete check 
on commercial vehicles at least once 8 
month by each troop for a minimum 
three-hour period after midnight on 
principal truck routes in New Jersey, 
according to the Empire State Highway 
Transportation Association. 

“The attorney general has also ordered 
these troops to conduct radar operations 
one night a week, which will cover both 
passenger and commercial vehicles,” says 
the association. 

“These three troops are so apportioned 
that one complete truck check will be 
made monthly in North Jersey, Central 
Jersey and South Jersey, without ad- 
vance notice as to time and place. The 
truck check will mean the stopping of 
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every commercial vehicle. To prevent 
delays, a full squad of about 15 troopers 
and officers will be on hand at each 
location. The check will include licenses 
and registrations, log books, light and 
other equipment checks, as well as over- 
loads. Safety inspectors of the I.C.C. will 
cooperate with the state police in their 
road checks.” 





McGrath Named Assistant 
Director of Education at 


New Transportation Center 


Appointment of John E. McGrath, 
director of the transportation pro- 
gram at The American University, 
Washington, D.C., to the position 
of assistant director of education 
for the new Transportation Center 
at Northwestern University effective 
January 1, has been announced by 
the latter university. 


Mr. McGrath will assist in the develop- 
ment of a broad educational program 
in transportation at the University and 
in planning and _ supervising short 
courses, seminars, and symposia in the 
transportation field, according to the 
announcement. 

Formerly a_ teaching associate in 
transportation at the Indiana Univer- 
sity school of business and an instruc- 
tor in transportation at the University 
of Missouri school of business, Mc- 
Grath has been on the faculty of the 
American University since 1955. He holds 
two degrees from the University of 
Chicago, where he majored in trans- 
portation, and a doctorate in business 
administration from Indiana University. 


“The Northwestern Transportation 
Center opened this fall,” Northwestern 
University said. “It provides education, 
basic research, and service to the trans- 
portation industry and the nation. 


“Fred G. Gurley, president of the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co., is chairman of the center’s 23-man 
advisory committee, composed of leaders 
in all fields of transportation. Director 
of the center is Franklin M. Kreml, on 
leave from the internationally-known 
Northwestern Traffic Institute. 

“In addition to providing research and 
consultative services to the transporta- 
tion industry, the center offers under- 
graduate courses, studies at the graduate 
level leading to a master’s degree, and 
special courses for executives in the 
transportation field.” 





C.A.A. Issues 1955 Edition 
Of Civil Aviation Handbook 


The growth of civil aviation in the 
United States is mirrored in tables and 
graphs found in the “Statistical Hand- 
book of Civil Aviation,” 1956 edition, 
published by the Civil Aeronautics Ad- 
ministration. 


The handbook, containing more than 
130 pages of aviation statistics, is avail- 
able for 55 cents from the Superintendent 
of Documents, U.S. Government Print- 
ing Office, Washington 25, D.C. 

Almost every figure for 1955 showed 
@ marked increase over the preceding 
year, reflecting the tremendous impact 


on the national economy which civil 
aviation has developed in recent years, 
the C.A.A. said, adding: 

“The domestic scheduled airlines in 
1955, for example, flew 19.8 billion pas- 
senger miles, compared with less than 
16.8 billion passenger miles in 1954. The 
domestic airlines, in fact, reported three 
times as many passenger miles in 1955 
as were reported by railroad parlor and 
sleeping cars. Only five years ago the 
airlines and railroads were dividing this 
traffic equally. 

“International airline passenger miles 
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likewise showed an increase, from 3.7 
billion in 1954 to 4.4 billion in 1955. 

“Aircraft manufacturers in 1955 had 
the best year since 1948, turning out 
4,820 new civil airplanes. More than 
44,000 student pilot certificates were is- 
sued during the year, and the civil pilot 
population reached a staggering total of 
724,638.” 





Rechecks Produce Results, National Joint 
Clean Car Committee Tells Shipper Boards 


Reduction of Percentage of Dirty Cars to Total Number of Cars: 
Released Noted in Comparison of Data for 1955 and 1956. A.A.R. 
Issues Statement Concerning Problem and Committee’s Activities. 


Though the percentage of unclean 
cars to total cars released by con- 
signees, at points where checks and 
rechecks were conducted, increased 
in the first nine and one-half 
months of 1956 to 15.5 per cent, from 
14.3 per cent in the corresponding 
1955 period, substantial progress 
resulted from the program of re- 
checks, the National Joint Clean Car 
Committee reported to the officers 
of the National Association of Ship- 
pers Advisory Boards and to the 
chairmen and interested committees 
of the 13 regional boards. 


E. E. Foulks, railroad chairman, and 
L. E. Olson, shipper chairman of the 
joint committee, said that the increase 
in total percentage of dirty cars released 
could best be explained “by pointing out 
that more checks and rechecks were 
conducted in 1956 than in 1955.” Mr. 
Foulks is assistant vice-president of the 
Rock Island Lines, Chicago, and Mr. 
Olson is assistant director of traffic of 
the Great Lakes Carbon Corporation, 
Chicago. Their report showed that the 
number of points checked or rechecked 
totaled 58 in the 1955 period and 75 in 
the 1956 period. 


“An indication of our progress,” they 
said, “is the results of the rechecks. We 
have conducted rechecks in 28 commun- 
ities where the percentage of dirty cars 
in the original check amounted to 17.6 
per cent of the total number of cars 
released. Rechecks at the same places 
show this was reduced to 12.7 per cent, 
a drop of 4.9 percentage points or a 
decrease of approximately 28 per cent 
in the proportion of unclean cars to 
total cars released. 


‘Hard Work Ahead’ 


“There is a lot of hard work ahead 
of the boards to bring the dirty car 
figure down to a satisfactory point, but 
we have proved where education of re- 
ceivers can and does bear results.” 


A tabulation in the report showed, for 
each regional shipper board territory, 
improvement in the dirty car situation 
noted on rechecks, as compared with 
the situation in the original checks, the 
number of rechecks being indicated 


parenthetically after the name of each 
board, as follows: 

Alleghany (5), 27 per cent originally, 
23.5 per cent on rechecks; Atlantic States 
(4), 12.7 per cent originally, 5.1 per 
cent on rechecks, Central Western (1) 
22.7 per cent originally, 13.5 per cent on 
rechecks; Great Lakes (2), 28.3 per cent 
originally, 22.8 per cent on rechecks; 
Midwest (5), 17.9 per cent originally, 12.1 
per cent on rechecks; New England (2), 
30.1 per cent originally, 32.5 per cent on 
rechecks; Northwest (1), 33.3 per cent 
originally, 8.4 per cent on rechecks; Ohio 
Valley, 30 per cent originally, 13.2 per 
cent on rechecks; Pacific Coast (1), 15.3 
per cent originally, 19 per cent on re- 
checks; Pacific Northwest (2), 12.5 per 
cent originally, 8 per cent on rechecks; 
Southeast (2), 13.1 per cent originally, 
11.1 per cent on rechecks; Southwest, 
41.4 per cent originally, 24.5 per cent 
on rechecks; T-M-K, 14 per cent orig- 
inally, 16.6 per cent on rechecks. 


‘Lapses’ in Three Areas 


Thus, improvement was shown, on the 
rechecks, in the areas of all but three 
of the boards—New England, Pacific 
Coast, and Trans-Missouri-Kansas. 

Data on checks and rechecks combined, 
for the 1955 and 1956 periods, with the 
number of points checked or rechecked 
preceding the percentage figure in each 
instance, were shown in the joint com- 
mittee’s report as follows: 


Alleghany, 12 and 10.7 per cent in 1955, 
2 and 27.8 per cent in 1956 (the number 
of unclean cars totaling 99 in 1955 and 
157 in 1956); Atlantic States, 5 and 8.9 
per cent in 1955, 7 and 20.3 per cent in 
1956 (the number of unclean cars total- 
ing 188 in 1955 and 499 in 1956); Central 
Western, 1 and 22.7 per cent in 1955 and 
12 and 13.8 per cent in 1956 (unclean 
cars, 1,560 in 1955 and 5,528 in 1956); 
Great Lakes, 8 and 9.1 per cent in 1955 
and 4 and 22.2 per cent in 1956 (unclean 
cars, 932 in 1955 and 1,208 in 1956); Mid- 
west, 4 and 21.4 per cent in 1955 and 11 
and 10.3 per cent in 1956 (unclean cars, 
4,742 in 1955 and 9,093 in 1956); New 
England, 6 and 26.4 per cent in 1955, 7 
and 15.7 per cent in 1956 (unclean cars, 
734 in 1955 and 654 in 1956); Northwest, 
1 and 33.3 per cent in 1955, 2 and 10 per 
cent in 1956 (unclean cars, 114 in 1955 
and 301 in 1956); Ohio Valley, 12 and 
13.9 per cent in 1955 and 4 and 10.7 per 
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cent in 1956 (unclean cars, 3,935 in 1955, 
and 4,224 in 1956); Pacific Coast, 2 and 
20.2 per cent in 1955, 2 and 5.4 per cent 
in 1956 (unclean cars, 1,205 in 1955 and 
1,975 in 1956); Southeast, 3 and 14 per 
cent in 1955 and 10 and 9.7 per cent in 
1956 (unclean cars, 2,068 in 1955 and 
3,852 in 1956); Southwest, 1 and 41.4 per 
cent in 1955, 4 and 33.2 per cent in 1956 
(unclean cars, 174 in 1955 and 1,837 in 
1956); Trans-Missouri-Kansas, 2 and 13.4 
per cent in 1955 and 4 and 19.5 per cent 
in 1956 (unclean cars, 910 in 1955 and 
1,604 in 1956); grand total, 58 and 143 
per cent in 1955 and 75 and 15.5 per cent 
in 1956 (unclean cars, 4,112 in 1955 and 
5,987 in 1956). Total number of firms 
contacted, 1,860 in 1955 and 2,791 in 1956 


A.A.R. Statement 


In a statement concerning the dirty 
car problem, the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads said that the sum of $110 
million, “which is what it costs the 
nation’s railroads annually to clean out 
freight cars,” was “a lot of money” in 
any business venture. 

“About half of this expense,’ the 
A.A.R. said, “is caused by cars left in 
dirty condition by receivers of freight, 
while the remainder is a necessary part 
of the operation of the railroads in pre- 
paring cars to make them suitable for 
the various types of commodities to be 
loaded.” 

The A.A.R. noted that formation of 
the National Joint Clean Car Committee 
was the result of a resolution adopted 
by the National Association of Shippers 
Advisory Boards at its 1954 annual 
meeting. 


Community Interest 


“Current clean car activities,” the 
A.A.R. said, “have stirred up considerable 
community interest in the economic im- 
plications of the dirty car problem. Ship- 
per board activity, Chamber of Commerce 
cooperation and coverage by local news- 
papers have all contributed to this com- 
munity interest. 

“For example, John N. Kelley, manager 
of fruit transportation of the Fruit Dis- 
patch Co. of New York, largest importer 
and distributor of bananas in the entire 
country, whose firm loads thousands of 
refrigerator cars annually through the 
various ports, has done a most effective 
job in this direction by sending illus- 
trated circulars to all branch managers 
and sales representatives. He urged them 
to bring the clean car program force- 
fully to the attention of customers, seek- 
ing their full cooperation in releasing 
cars in clean condition. 


“The Air Force and the Navy also 
have called for the cooperation of all 
their transportation officers in the clean 
car campaign. Other large shippers such 
as Swift & Co., too, have actively en- 
tered into the program. These are but a 
few of the many hundreds of organiza- 
tions and firms throughout the country 
which are helping to make the program 
a@ success. 

“In addition, railroad committees have 
been able to get favorable results, as 
indicated by follow-up data on numbers 
of dirty cars released in certain cities. 


Results in One City 


“In one city, out of a total of 981 cars 
released by consignees in one week, 74 
cars—or 7% per cent—were found to be 


dirty. After the local railroad committee 
called on consignees with this informa- 
tion, explaining the dirty car problem 
and the need for complete unloading, a 
follow-up test later showed there were 
only 33 cars—or 3% per cent—out of a 
total of 994 released during the week... 

“In one typical case, a receiver of pig 
iron released an incompletely unloaded 
car to a railroad, only to learn from the 
railroad several days later that the debris 
left in the car concealed enough of the 
original consignment of pig iron to merit 
more careful attention to the matter of 
complete unloading. 

“Another important aspect to the prob- 
lem of complete unloading is safety. Fail- 
ure to remove metal strapping, wooden 
blocking and bracing, protruding nails, 
metal cleats, broken bottles, straw, and 
a host of other items of debris has been 
the cause of countless accidents and in- 
juries to employes and industrial work- 
ers. 

“Incredible as it may seem, the fact 
remains that occasionally cars released 
to the carriers are found containing not 
only debris, but also as much as three 
feet of other waste materials which had 
been cleaned out of the consignee’s ware- 
house! 

“In addition to personal injury of 
railroad employes resulting from im- 
proper unloading of cars, there is the 
probable public liability aspect. 

“Only several weeks ago, release of an 
unclean freight car in a southern state 
resulted in the burning of more than 300 
acres of timber and fields along a seven- 
mile stretch of railroad right-of-way. The 
cause of the fire was some straw which 
had not been unloaded from a gondola 
car. It was ignited by a spark from a 
house fire as the train proceeded through 
a town. 

“Railroad representatives strengthen 
their arguments for complete unloading 
of cars by pointing to the loss of car- 
days in transportation service which re- 
sults whenever cleaning operations are 
required. Using the yardstick of a three- 
day loss per car in moving to, over and 
from cleaning tracks, the A.A.R. esti- 
mates an annual loss to the railroads 
of 24 million freight car-days—enough 
to provide, at a 16-day turn-around, for 
the weekly loading and handling of 
28,846 more cars of freight.” 


N.Y. to Require Insurance 


Coverage on All Vehicles 


The Bureau of Motor Vehicles of the 
state of New York has issued require- 
ments for establishing proof of financial 
security in order to obtain 1957 registra- 
tion plates under the New York state 
compulsory insurance law, says the Em- 
pire State Highway Transportation Asso- 
ciation, Inc. 

“The compulsory insurance law,” the 
association says, “will apply to all types 
of cars, trucks, suburbans, trailers, semi- 
trailers, tractors (except those used ex- 
clusively for farm purposes) and motor- 
cycles. 

“Owners of less than 10 vehicles must 
file a certificate of insurance (form 
FS-1) with each application for 1957 
registration plates to show the required 
liability insurance coverage of $10,000 
to $20,000 liability and $5,000 property 
damage, or else furnish a $25,000 bond 
or deposit $25,000 in cash. Owners of 
10 or more vehicles must either file a 
certificate of insurance (form FS-1) with 
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the application for 1957 registration for 
each vehicle or may file a certificate of 
fleet insurance (form FS-2) with each 
application. Form FS-1 must contain 
a description of the vehicle, while form 
FS-2 for fleets does not require individyg} 
descriptions. 

“Either of the two forms must be ob. 
tained from your insurance broker or 
insurance company. 

“The New York State compulsory }j- 
ability insurance law which becomes ef. 
fective February 1, 1957, affects non-resj- 
dents who operate or divide vehicles in 
New York. Non-residents who operate ve- 
hicles in New York are subject to many 
of the same provisions as residents, A 
motor vehicle registered in another state 
should have the same liability insurance 
coverage aS a New York registered ye- 
hicle before it is used on New York state 
highways. Vehicles of a non-resident in 
violation of this law will lose the priy- 
ilege of operating on New York state 
highways.” 





Packaging-Handling Group 
Holds Exhibit in St. Louis 


The eleventh annual Protective Pack- 
aging and Materials Handling Exposi- 
tion attracted interested and “buy-con- 
scious” crowds in the Kiel Auditorium, 
St. Louis, Mo., October 22 to 25, and was 
“highly successful,” according to C. J. 
Carney, Jr., managing director of the 
exposition and of its sponsor, the Society 
of Industrial Packaging and Material 
Handling Engineers. 

“While registration figures, not yet 
completely tabulated, were somewhat be- 
low the most optimistic expectations for 
both the exposition and the concurrent 
technical short course in protective pack- 
aging and materials handling, which was 
directed by St. Louis University,” said 
Mr. Carney, “exhibitors generally ex- 
pressed pleasure with the results. 

“The third feature of the annual 
S.I.P.M.H.E.-sponsored ‘triple feature’ 
program, the National Protective Pack- 
aging and Materials Handling Competi- 
tion, was the largest ever presented, with 
more than 150 entries vying for awards 
in the seven competitions. 

“The Harold Jackson Award trophy, 
given by Wm. H. McGee & Co., Inc. 
New York marine underwriters, to the 
entry adjudged to be ‘best of the show’ 
was awarded to Donald M. Everett of 
the Cochran Foil Co., Louisville, Ky., for 
a@ multi-pack of rolls of aluminum foil 
shipped in a wirebound box. His entry 
contained six 300-pound rolls, or 1,800 
pounds of foil in all.” 





Tariff Guide No. 4 Issued; 
Copies Available at T.S.C. 


Tariff Guide No. 4, naming major rail, 
motor carrier and freight forwarder 
agency tariffs, both class and commodity, 
throughout the United States, has been 
published by the educational division of 
the Traffic Service Corporation. The 
material for the tariff guide has been 
compiled by E. Albert Ovens, vice-presi- 
dent and dean of the Academy of Ad- 
vanced Traffic, New York City. 

Mr. Ovens assembled the data for a 
similar publication, “Tariff Guide No. 3,” 
published in 1951 (T.W., July 21, 1951, 
p. 73). 

Copies of Tariff Guide No. 4 may be 
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obtained, for $1 each, from the Traffic 
Service Corporation, 815 Washington 
Building, Washington 5, D.C. 





Freight Loss and Damage 
Prevention Seminar Held at 


New Orleans Naval Station 
(Special Correspondence to Traffic World) 


A Navy freight loss and damage 
prevention seminar was held October 
99 through November 2 in New Or- 
leans, La., with the U.S. Naval Sta- 
tion, Supply and Fiscal Department, 
New Orleans, as host. 


Captain J. A. Winfrey, U.S. Navy, com- 
manding officer of the Naval Station, 
welcomed the class of 65 persons, from 
all branches of the armed services from 
highway, rail and water transportation. 
“Seminars such as the one upon which 
vou are about to embark in New Orleans 
are beneficial to us in the armed forces 
and, we believe, to industry,” Captain 
Winfrey said. 

Commander T. D. Gatchel, Supply 
Corps, U.S. Navy, stated that the Navy 
as well as other branches of the armed 
forces were interested in preventing loss 
and damage claims and thereby effect- 
ing savings to the tax payers, both 
through labor and material. J. C. How- 
ard, seminar director, from the Navy 
Department’s Bureau of Supplies and 
Accounts, Washington, D.C., said that 
everyone heard about the loss and dam- 
age to freight moving by all types of 
transportation, but that few gave much 
thought to the major portion that was 
delivered in good order. The placing of 
freight in the right truck, the right way, 
at the right time, with a little more 
thought and care, could and would re- 
duce loss and damage, he said. 


‘Change on the Job’ 


“Our customers give us a job to do,” 
he continued, “and when we have loss 
and damage claims, there is a possibility 
of a loss of a customer, and a damage 
to our reputation. It is better to have 
a change on the job, rather than change 
your job.” 

Slides and films were shown, to dem- 
onstrate the right and wrong way to 
load freight in trucks and rail cars. 

E. N. Jackson, car loading specialist in 
the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 
Washington, D.C., described proper meth- 
ods of handling and stacking all types 
of containers, including containers on 
pallets, and the use of proper dunnage. 
There was an explanation, also, of pneu- 
matic dunnage was explained, and how 
it might be used in mixed L.T.L. and 
L.C.L. loads. Mr. Jackson stated that 
90 per cent of reel damage was caused 
by handling, and that reels were not 
made to roll on their own weight. Some 
reels of cable, he said, could not ride 
on the side, because of the type of cable. 
Films, slides and other audio-visual aids 
were used to show the proper and im- 
proper method of handling reels. 

Clearances, high and wide items, and 
the proper method of measurement were 
discussed. Mr. Jackson cautioned about 
use of new cable for tying down articles 
on flat trucks and flat rail cars. New 
cable would stretch and cause the load 
to shift, he said. Used cable, should be 
properly inspected for broken strands, 
and when metal bands or wire were used, 


proper protection should be given to the 
points of stress to prevent cutting the 
wire or steel bands, Mr. Jackson stated. 
The claim ratio for handling of Navy 
material by rail was 1.02 and for handling 
by truck it was a little less, he said. 

The consignee should notify the carrier 
by telephone and should confirm his 
letter of any noted concealed damage; 
the carrier must make the inspection 
within 48 hours and explain the: proper 
forms to be used by the Navy Depart- 
ment, and the Navy Department would 
sign forms used by the carrier making 
the inspection, said Mr. Jackson. After 
stating that it was important to take 
pictures at the time damage was noted, 
he told how claims were processed 
through the Navy regional office and 
how depreciation value was determined 
on the damaged commodity. 

Alfred Fernandes, chief of the ship- 
ments branch in the Navy Department’s 
Bureau of Ordnance, Washington, dis- 
cussed the bureau’s policies relative to 
truckloading, carloading, blocking and 
bracing of explosives and dangerous ar- 
ticles and the proper inspection of equip- 
ment before loading. Slides and film were 
shown, explaining the hazards that might 
be created by improper loading. The Navy 
shipped approximately 175,000 items, more 
than 70,000 of which were explosives, and 
to properly protect persons and property 
the vehicles in which they were carried 
must be in perfect condition, and the ex- 
amination given the truck by the Bureau 
of Ordnance was as rigid as any that 
might be given by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, he said. 
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The New Orleans office of Central 
Truck Lines, Inc., furnished a tractor 
semi-trailer unit for inspection by those 
attending the seminar. 


J. H. Schuermann, of the Navy’s Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts, discussed traf- 
fic management as related to inspectors 
of Navy material. This included con- 
solidation of small shipments, freight 
classification, truckload minimum weights 
v. volume minimum weights, and how 
the Navy was actively checking all Gov- 
ernment bills of lading issued by it to 
prevent overcharge claims being filed by 
the General Accounting office. He noted 
that rate negotiations and freight clas- 
sification functions of the Navy Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts had been trans- 
ferred to the newly formed Military Traf- 
fic Management Agency. 


The largest single category of freight 
handled by the Navy Department is 
shipment of household goods, it was 
stated. 


At the conclusion of the seminar, each 
representative received a certificate of 
training of the Department of the Navy, 
certifying satisfactory completion of the 
course of freight loss and damage pre- 
vention given at United States Naval 
Station in New Orleans. 


Among those attending the seminar 
was T. A. Henslee, of the Weighing and 
Research Service, Southern Motor Car- 
riers Rate Conference, Atlanta, Ga. 





Los Angeles Port Honors Head of Matson 
Line as ‘Mariposa’ Begins First Voyage 


Before the new liner of the Matson 
Navigation Co., the SS. “Mariposa,” 
sailed from Los Angeles October 27, on 
her maiden voyage to Honolulu, Tahiti 
and Australia, the Board of Harbor 
Commissioners of the City of Los Ange- 
les presented to Randolph Sevier, presi- 
dent of the Matson company, the first 
honorary award as “commodore of the 
Port of Los Angeles.” 

The Los Angeles harbor department 
said that membership in the new hon- 


orary society, created by a resolution 
of the harbor commissioners’ board, 
would be given to leaders in the mer- 
chant marine “in recognition of con- 
sistent and meritorious service and for 
many commendable contributions to the 
development of worldwide merchant 
marine commerce.” As he presented the 
award, Lloyd A. Manweg, president of 
the harbor board, said that Mr. Sevier 
had made many contributions to the 
economic well-being of marine shipping 





As she rode into the Los Angeles harbor to begin new service between that port and Honolulu, 

Tahiti, and Australia, the S.S. ‘Mariposa’ received ‘the most spectacular greeting ever staged in 

the port of Los Angeles,’ according to the harbor department of the port. More than 200 Coast 

Guard Cutters, tugs, small boats and harbor department craft met the white ship in Outer Harbor 

and escorted her up the main channel to her berth at the city-owned $10 million passenger- 
cargo marine terminal in East Basin. 
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on the west coast and in the Pacific 
area. 


“There are few men in the shipping 
industry who have worked so industri- 
ously to maintain good relations between 
labor and management,” Mr. Menweg told 
Mr. Sevier. “In the last decade you have 
Jed the Matson Navigation Co. on a pro- 
gram of progress and expansion that is 
outstanding in this industry. The $40 
million ship program for trans-Pacific 
shipping which is getting under way with 
the establishment of Polynesian and 
Australian service by the S.S. ‘Mariposa’ 





‘Commodore of the Port of Los Angeles’ is 
the new honorary title created by a resolu- 
tion of the Board of Harbor Commissioners 
of the Los Angeles port and conferred on 
Randolph Sevier (left), president of the Matson 
Navigation Co., by Lloyd A. Menweg (right), 
president of the Los Angeles harbor board. 


is a milepost for the American merchant 
marine...” 


Among 365 passengers abroad the SS. 
“Mariposa,” which sailed from San Fran- 
cisco on October 26, it was announced 
by Matson, were Sir Percy Spender, Aus- 
tralian ambassador to the United States, 
and Mrs. Spender; Mr. and Mrs. Sevier; 
Creighton Peet, executive vice-president 
of the Oceanic Steamship Co., and Mrs. 
Peet; Fred Gurley, president of the Santa 
Fe Railroad, and Mrs. Gurley, and Guy 
F. Atkinson, of San Francisco, chairman 
of the board of Guy F. Atkinson Co. 
(parent company of the Willamette Iron 
& Steel Co., of Portland, Ore., which 
built the “Mariposa” and the “Monterey”) 
and Mrs. Atkinson. Several press repre- 
sentatives also were aboard the “Mari- 
posa” on her trip to the South Seas. 





Ohio Turnpike Revenues Up 


At Start of Its Second Year 


Traffic of both trucks and passenger 
cars on the Ohio Turnpike is demon- 
strating a substantial growth as opera- 
tion of the toll road progresses into its 
second year, says the chairman of the 
Ohio Turnpike Commission, James W. 
Shocknessy. 

In a statement he issued November 1, 
Mr. Shocknessy said that the total rev- 


enue from tolls during October, the first 
month of the secofid year of operation, 
was estimated at $1,173,600, or 13.7 per 
cent more than the $1,032,023 revenue 
from tolls during October, 1955. 
“Revenue from all sources, including 
concessions, during October, 1956, is ex- 
pected to total $1,419,500,” he said. That 
figure represents an increase of 17.9 per 
cent over the total revenue of $1,204,182 
from all sources during October, 1955. 
“Truck traffic continued the sharp 
upward trend begun last summer. Dur- 
ing October, 1956, truck toll revenue was 
at a new record high of $405,000, or 10.3 
per cent above the previous record high 
of $367,242 in truck tolls during Septem- 
ber, 1956, and 50 per cent in excess of the 
aa in truck toll revenue for October, 





September Rail Net Income 
Estimated at $79 Million, 
$2 Million Below ‘55 Month 


Estimated net income of Class I 
railroads in September, 1956, after 
interest and rentals, amounted to 
$79,000,000, compared with $81,000,- 
000 in the same month of 1955, ac- 
cording to reports filed by the car- 
riers with the Bureau of Railway 
Economics of the Association of 
American Railroads and made public 
by the A.A.R. 


“Net income, for the first nine months 
of 1956, after interest and rentals, was 
estimated at $607,000,000, compared with 
a net income of $658,000,000 in the cor- 
responding period of 1955,” the A.A.R. 
said. 

“Net railway operating income of Class 
I railroads in September, 1956, was 
$97,428271, compared with $103,691,861 
in September, 1955. For the first nine 
months of 1956, net railway operating 
income totaled $773,057,071, compared 
with $836,306,002 for the same period 
of 1955. 

“In the 12 months ended with Septem- 
ber, 1956, the rate of return averaged 3.96 
per cent, compared with a rate of return 
of 4.24 per cent for the 12 months ended 
with September, 1955. Rate of return, 
calculated on earnings before interest 
and rentals, is based on the average 
value of road and equipment at the 
beginning and end of the period as 
shown by the books of the railways, in- 
cluding materials, supplies and cash, 
less accrued depreciation. 

“Total operating revenues in the first 
nine months of 1856 amounted to $7,829,- 
083,355, compared with $7,466,749,844 in 
the same period of 1955, an increase of 
49 per cent. Operating expenses in the 
first nine months of 1956 amounted to 
$6,032,499, 606, compared with $5,619,486,- 
124 in the corresponding period of 1955, 
an increase of 7.3 per cent. 

“Fourteen Class I railroads failed to 
earn interest and rentals in the first 
nine months of 1956, of which seven were 
in the Eastern District, three in the 
Southern Region, and four in the West- 
ern District. 


Eastern District 


“Class I railroads in the Eastern Dis- 
trict in September, 1956, had an esti- 
mated net income, after interest and 
rentals, of $30,000,000, compared with 
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$29,000,000 in 1955. In the first 
months of 1956, their estimated net jp. 
come, after interest and rentals, was 
$236,000,000, compared with a net income 
of $250,000,000 in the same period of 1955, 

“Operating revenues of Class I raj. 
roads in the Eastern District in the first 
nine months of 1956 totaled $3,467,677, 
880, an increase of 7.3 per cent compared 
with the same period of 1955. Operating 
expenses totaled $2,693,089,627, an in. 
crease of 89 per cent compared with 
1955. 


Southern Region 


“Class I railroads in the Southern 
Region in September, 1956, had an esti- 
mated net income, after interest and 
rentals, of $12,000,000, compared with 
$14,000,000 in 1955. In the first nine 
months of 1956, their estimated net in- 
come, after interest and rentals, was 
$107,000,000, compared with a net in- 
come of $108,000,000 in the same period 
of 1955. 

“Operating revenues of Class I rail- 
roads in the Southern Region in the first 
nine months of 1956 totaled $1,108,646,602, 
an increase of 5.8 per cent compared 
with the same period of 1955, while op- 
erating expenses totaled $832,922,013, an 
increase of 8.9 per cent compared with 
1955. 


Western District 


“Class I railroads in the Western Dis- 
trict in September, 1956, had an esti- 
mated net income, after interest and 
rentals, of $37,000,000, compared with 
$38,000,000 in 1955. Their estimated net 
income, after interest and rentals, in the 
first nine months of 1956 was $264, 
000,000, compared with $300,000,000 in 
the same period of 1955. 


“Operating revenues of Class I rail- 
roads in the Western District in the first 
nine months of 1956 totaled $3,252,758,873, 
an increase of 2.1 per cent compared 
with the same period of 1955, while op- 
erating expenses totaled $2,506,487,966, an 
increase of 5.2 per cent compared with 
1955.” 





Truck-Line-Owned Trailers 
To Be Transported by Erie 


An announcement that the Erie Rail- 
road was preparing to broaden its “piggy- 
back” service by handling trailers of 
individual trucking companies on rail- 
road flat cars was made by Harry W. 
Von Willer, president of the Erie, No- 
vember 1. 


“This service”, Mr. Von Willer said, 
“will be in addition to Erie’s present 
practice of performing complete door- 
to-door ‘piggyback’ service with its own 
trailers, which now extends to 976 cities 
from Erie points to the west, southwest 
and New England. The new service will 
start about January 1. 


“A contract is being drawn with Piggy- 
Back Service Corporation, of New York 
City, which will solicit truckers to move 
their trailers by rail over the Erie be- 
tween Chicago and points in New Eng- 
land in conjunction with the New Haven 
Railroad. 


“The new service involves the use of 
a special French design flat car. Known 
as the ‘Clejan-type’ car, named after 
its designer, it employs a special center- 
ing device and “dolly’ wheels to guide 
trailers during the loading process, to- 
gether with built-in, tie-down shock 
absorber devices. These cars are built 
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jower for greater clearances to accom- 
modate the largest type trailers and 
can carry three short trailers or two long 
ones.” 


Pacific Coast European Ship 


Conference to Raise Rates 


J. F. McArt, chairman of the Pacific 
Coast European Conference, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., has announced that in- 
creases in rates and handing charges of 
the conference lines will become effec- 
tive January 1, 1957, and has made pub- 
lic a schedule of the new rates and 
charges. 

The announcement did not indicate, 
in percentage terms or otherwise, the 
amount of the increase. Comparisons of 
some of the rates to become effective 
January 1 with corresponding rates now 
in effect indicated that the increases in 
rates would differ as between different 
commodities, amounting to 10 per cent 
in some instances and more in others, 
and that substantially larger increases, 
percentagewise, would be applied to 
the existing handling charges. 





M.T.M.A. Takes Over Rate 


Functions of Navy Bureau 


Rate negotiation and freight classifi- 
cation functions previously performed by 
the Navy’s Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts were transferred to the newly- 
formed Military Traffic Management 
Agency, Washington, D.C., on November 
1, the bureau reported. 


“On and after that date,” the bu- 
reau said, “all communications relating 
to adjustment of freight rates, estab- 
lishment or adjustments of freight clas- 
sification descriptions, ratings and sec- 
tion 22 quotations should be addressed 
to the Military Traffic Management 
Agency. The full mailing address for 
inquiries of this nature is: Executive 
Director, Military Traffic Management 
Agency, Building T-7, Washington 25, 
DC. 

“Until new Agency regulations are 
issued, applicable Navy directives and 
procedures will remain in effect, but 
full authority and _ responsibility for 
action will be assumed by the M.T.M.A.” 





Shippers Urge Re-Creation 
Of Multiple-Loading Rule 


L. Trillich, sales engineer for the U.S. 
Rubber Co., R. W. Johnson, special rep- 
resentative for the freight loss and 
damage prevention section of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, at Chi- 
cago, and Walter H. Beuse, mayor of 
Davenport, Ia., were the _ principal 
speakers at the one hundred sixteenth 
regular meeting of the Mid-West Ship- 
pers Advisory Board, in the Blackhawk 
hotel, in Davenport, Ia., October 30-31. 


At a meeting of the car efficiency com- 
mittee, held during the event, the com- 
mittee adopted the following resolution: 


“Be it resolved that the rail carriers, 
in order to increase the critically short 
car supply, re-establish the multiple 
loading rule, said rule should be so 
worded that a shipper may at his option 
load two shipments on or in one car for 


two different destinations in the same 
general direction. Both shipments must 
meet the minimum weight requirements, 
each destination to be covered by a sepa- 
rate bill of lading and each shipment to 
be rated and treated as though loaded 
on two separate cars.” 

At a general session, held on October 
31, John G. Borson, general secretary and 
general traffic manager of Hotpoint, Inc., 
of Chicago, gave a resume of the exec- 
utive meeting held the previous day, and 
L. E. Olson, alternate general chairman 
and assistant director of traffic for the 
Great Lakes Carbon Corporation, of Chi- 
cago, analyzed the forecast for the fourth 
quarter, which showed an increase of 4.4 
per cent over the same period last year 
for the area of the Mid-West Shippers 
Advisory Board. General Chairman A. C. 
Shaw, traffic manager of Curtis Cos., Inc., 
of Clinton, Ia., presided at this session. 


J. J. Mahoney, general superintendent 
of traffic for the Santa Fe Railroad and 
chairman of the railroad contact com- 
mittee, reported on the local transporta- 
tion situation. He also told the member- 
ship that due to his retirement on 
December 1, this would be his last official 
meeting and that Otto Zimmerman, vice- 
president of the Illinois Central Railroad, 
had been elected chairman of the com- 
mittee. 


C. R. Megee, vice-chairman of the car 
service division of the Association of 
American Railroads, Washington, D.C., 
gave the board a comprehensive picture 
of the national transportation situation. 





Katy Road Combines Signal 


And Communication Offices 


Charles T. Williams, vice-president and 
general manager of the Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas Railroad, has announced the con- 
solidation of the railroad’s communica- 
tion and signaling departments, effective 
November 1, and the appointment of 
Ralph O. Johnson as superintendent. 

According to the announcement, Mr. 
Johnson is a veteran of 33 years in the 
railroad’s communication service and has 
been superintendent of communications 
since 1952. 

Mr. Williams said that with the re- 
tirement on November 1 of Ray R. Woods, 
the Katy’s signal engineer, after 44 years 
in railroad signal work, the two de- 
partments would be combined under 
Mr. Johnson. Mr. Johnson would con- 
tinue his headquarters at Denison, Tex., 
but would report directly to T. S. 
Carter, chief engineer of the railroad, 
with headquarters at Dallas, said Mr. 
Williams. 


Seaboard Orders Freight Cars 


The Seaboard Air Line Railroad has 
placed orders for 2,400 new freight cars 
at a cost of approximately $19,700,000, 
John W. Smith, president of the com- 
pany, announced October 31. 

Deliveries are scheduled to commence 
in June of 1957 and to be completed by 
the following November. 


In addition to these orders, said Mr. 
Smith, the Seaboard also had on order 
500 70-ton coal hoppers; 300 70-ton 
phosphate cars, and 200 70-ton high- 
side gondolas. Deliveries on these cars 
are expected to commence in March of 
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next year and be completed by the fol- 
lowing July. 





L.A. Chamber of Commerce 
Asks Western Groups to 


Urge Transport Tax Repeal 


In the expressed belief that the 
hearing before the subcommittee on 
excise taxes of the House ways and 
means committee on the federal ex- 
cise tax structure, beginning in 
Washington November 26, presented 
an opportune time to ask repeal of 
the 3 per cent tax on the transpor- 
tation of property and the 10 per 
cent tax on passenger fares, the Los 
Angeles Chamber of Commerce has 
forwarded a summary of its position 
to all chambers of commerce and 
leading transportation organizations 
in the 11 western states. 


The Los Angeles body asked the co- 
operation of those bodies in advising 
their membership concerning the hear- 
ings and that they encourage members 
to appear and testify. 

The Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce 
stated its position as follows: 

“1. The war-time federal taxes on 
transportation were enacted as emer- 
gency revenue measures, and, in the 
case of the tax on passengers, an addi- 
tional purpose was to discourage civilian 
travel when public transportation was 
over-burdened with war-generated troop 
and supply movements. 

“The passenger tax was first enacted 
in 1941, and amounted to 5 per cent. It 
was raised to 10 per cent in 1942, and 
raised again to 15 per cent in 1944. Ten 
years later, in 1954, it was reduced to 
its present level of 10 per cent. 

“The freight transportation tax was 
enacted in 1942, and has remained at 
the same rate to the present day, namely, 
3 per cent on all freight except coal, 
which pays 4 cents per 2000-pound ton. 


‘Emergency Ended’ 


“The war-time emergency in which 
the taxes on transportation were enacted 
has long since ended. These taxes are 
no longer necessary aS a war-time emer- 
gency revenue expedient, nor should the 
civilian movement of freight and pas- 
sengers be discouraged when our dyna- 
mic transportation industries, the air- 
lines, the railroads, the trucklines, the 
water carriers, the freight forwarders 
and the express companies are fighting 
for their very existence. 

“2. The tax is a fixed percentage of the 
freight charges. Freight rates have 
been increased 12 times since 1946, con- 
sequently the tax per 100 pounds, or pro- 
duction unit, has increased substantially, 
without any apparent increase in the tax 
law. For example, the rate on a carload 
of citrus fruits from California to New 
York has increased from $1.35 per 100 
pounds in 1946 to $1.91 in 1956, which 
means that the tax per 100 pounds has 
zoomed from 4.05 cents to 5.73 cents. 
Translated into carload lots of 40,000 
pounds, the tax per California carload 
has increased from $16.20 to $22.92, an 
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automatic increase in tax without appar- 
ent intent by the Congress when the tax 
law was enacted in 1942. 

“3. Passenger travel via for-hire car- 
riers has dropped drastically, in the 
post-war period, leaving rail lines in a 
deficit position on passenger service, and 
airlines and bus lines at a near-deficit 
level. The 10 per cent passenger tax 
should be repealed immediately, to stimu- 
late for-hire transportation of passen- 
gers, and to assist in reducing or elimi- 
nating present passenger operations defi- 
cits, which are now a burden upon rail 
freight transportation, necessitating 
higher freight rates to offset the passen- 
ger deficit. 

“4. The tax discriminates against the 
long-haul shipper, especially against 
shippers in California and the eleven 
western states. For example, on a 
20,000-pound carload of celery to New 
York the western producer pays a tax 
of $14.28, while a local New York pro- 
ducer pays a tax of only $3.60 on the 
same quantity of celery. This wide tax 
differential aggravates the already dis- 
advantageous long-haul freight cost, 
tending to diminish long-haul eleven 
western states shipments in favor of 
closer sources of supply. 

“5. The tax is levied only on for-hire 
carriers, thereby augmenting the incen- 
tive for shippers to engage in private 
hauling on their own trucks. This is an 
added handicap for the for-hire carrier 
industry to overcome—if it can—and 
frequently it loses out to private trans- 
portation. As carriers’ revenues and 
tonnages decrease, the economic pressure 
for higher freight rates increases. 


“6. The federal transportation tax on 
the movement of goods is the only ex- 
cise tax which is a recurring tax on a 
commodity. For example, tax is paid for 
the transportation of the raw product 
to the mills, from the mills to the job- 
ber, from the jobber to the distributor, 
from the distributor to the retailer and 
from the retailer to the consumer. In 
this example, the ultimate consumer, al- 
though indirectly, pays the excise tax 
on the finished product five times. Other 
excise taxes are only paid once; either 
by the manufacturer and included as 
part of the cost, or by the consumer to 
the retailer, i.e., jewelry, furs, cosmetics, 
etc. 


“7 There now appear economic factors 
favoring a more nearly-balanced national 
budget. Even if this were not so, it is not 
equitable that the eleven western states 
pay a disproportionate share of needed 
federal revenues in the form of unjust 
taxes such as have been collected on 
transportation for 14 years. In the ma- 
jority of instances, because of longer dis- 
tances with resulting higher transpor- 
tation costs, western distributors and re- 
tailers have a greater basic investment 
in commodities than those in many other 
areas. Not only in transportation costs 
but also in federal excise taxes brought 
about by such higher transportation 
costs. This is the only instance in gov- 
ernment tax structures where certain 
areas pay a greater excise tax per unit 
on identical products than do other areas. 


“8 The transportation taxes, because of 
their nature or application tend to re- 
strict trade areas and thereby interfere 
with the free flow of trade and commerce 
within the United States and are there- 


fore a detriment to the national econo- 
my. 
“9. The detailed bookkeeping and other 
problems attendant to the collection of 
these taxes constitute a tremendous bur- 
den to the for-hire carriers. The con- 
siderable expense of collection creates a 
need for higher revenues, only obtain- 
sed through increased freight rates and 
are” «(°° 


Federal-Aid Highway 
Projects Reviewed 


Accelerating progress on the huge new 
program for the interstate highway sys- 
tem was indicated by contracts awarded 
and advertising for bids on projects, 
John A. Volpe, federal highway admin- 
istrator, Bureau of Public Roads, said 
November 5. 

During the period from June 29 when 
President Eisenhower signed the federal- 
aid highway act of 1956, through October 
26, 1956, 31 states had contracted for 
107 projects for improvements to the 
interstate system, Mr. Volpe said, adding: 

“These projects involve work on 276 
miles of the interstate system at a total 
estimated cost of $100 million of which 
$74 million are federal funds. The total 
includes $17,729,000 for New York, $14,- 
484,000 for Texas, $8,088,000 for Mary- 
land, $6,941,000 for Massachusetts, $6,- 
675,000 for Missouri and $5,370,000 for 
Pennsylvania. 

“Plans have been approved and call 
for bids authorized for 40 additional 
projects to cost $120 million expected to 
be contracted for within the next three 
or four weeks. Included are Ohio with 
work to cost $38,705,000, California $27- 
886,000, Texas $7,816,000, New York $10,- 
477,000, Pennsylvania $6,867,000 and Iowa 
$6,033,000.” 


Twin Cities Men Develop 
Freight Rate ‘Computer’ 


A simple computer which resembles a 
slide-rule has just been developed to 
take the mystery out of one of industry’s 
most. perplexing phases—motor freight 
rates, says an agency at Minneapolis 
which represents the developers of the 
device, called The Speed-O-Rate Com- 
puter. According to the agency, the 
computer shows at a glance the cost of 
shipping freight to a given destination. 

This computer, the agency Says, con- 
sists of a semi-permanent holder with 
apertures on each side and an insert 
card on which are printed the freight 
rate base numbers between various cities 
and the actual freight rates for various 
freight classifications. The minimum 
charge per shipment, as well as any 
surcharges, is also noted on the card, 
it says, adding: 

“Developers of the computer are Oscar 
H. Molomot, of Minneapolis, Minn., ad- 
vertising and public relations man who 
specializes in transportation, and Hans 
M. Kruesel and Leonard Giampaolo, who 
operate Transport Audit Service, Inc., 
St. Paul, Minn. 

“According to Mr. Molomot, the simple 
little computer does the work of as many 
as 15 different freight tariff books. 

“The device, Mr. Molomot says, is 
especially useful to shippers who want 
to know in advance the cost of their 
freight, to purchasing agents, to sales- 
men, and accounting departments. 

“The freight rate computer is in pro- 
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duction now. Initially it is being mar. 
keted as an advertising specialty, which 
will be distributed to shippers by motor 
freight carriers, or by manufacturers to 
their retail outlets. 

“The computers will be developed also 
for rail and air rates, on request from 
such transportation carriers. 

“The three developers of the Speed- 
O-Rate Computer expect to have na- 
tional distribution of the computer, 
A number of mid-western trucking con- 
cerns were the first to order the com- 
puters.” 


New Headquarters Occupied 


By Boston Port Commission 


The headquarters of the Port of Bos- 
ton Commission began operation from its 
new location at 14-17 Court Square, the 
morning of November 5, Commission 
Chairman William H. Gulliver, Jr., an- 
nounced. 

“Due to the reconstruction program 
now under way at the commission's 
former offices at Commonwealth Pier No, 
5, in South Boston,” Mr. Gulliver said, “a 
great deal of the area formerly used for 
office space on the huge terminal’s upper 
level has been taken for a roadway. The 
new road will allow more efficient egress 
from the interior of the terminal’s upper 
level, feeding traffic directly onto the 
viaduct leading to Summer Street. 

“The Port Commission and its pred- 
ecessor, the Port of Boston Authority, had 
been quartered at Commonwealth Pier 
since December, 1946. The modernization 
program at Commonwealth Pier, sched- 
uled at $1,800,000 will be completed in 
1957. The commission’s operations main- 
tenance and security divisions will remain 
at the former location.” 


M. & St. L. Rail-Barge Port 


The Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway 
Co. has announced it is building a 
$300,000 rail-barge port on the Mississippi 
River at Keithsburg, Ill. A. W. Schroeder, 
president of the railway, said that tem- 
porary facilities were nearly completed 
and that the first barge would be un- 
loaded “within a few days.” The perma- 
nent installation would be ready March 
1, he said. 

Mr. Schroeder called the port a “boon 
to the economy of the Northwest,” and 
said that the M. & St. L. maintained a 
12-hour schedule between the Twin 
Cities and Keithsburg. Among commodi- 
ties which could be transferred at 
Keithsburg, he said, were phosphate, 
steel, sulphur, fluorspar and grain. He 
Stated that the new rail-barge facilities 
would include a 425-foot sheet pile dock 
and a 100,000-square-foot warehouse. 


New I.C.C. Practitioners 


The Commission has announced the 
admission to practice of the following: 

Peter Manco Barbalas, Indianapolis, 
Ind.; James A. Dixon, Miami, Fla.; J. C. 
B. Ehringhaus, Jr., Raleigh, N.C.; Mon- 
roe H. Freedman, Philadelphia, Pa.; A 
Paul Funkhouser, Roanoke, Va.; David 
Jay Hyman, Washington, D.C.; M. Dean 
Jellison, Kalispell, Mont.; Grant M. 
Lankford, Tulsa, Okla.; Donald Alan 
Mitchell, Chicago, Ill.; William A. 
Murray, Jr., Milford, Mass.; and Robert 
C. Powers, Binghamton, N.Y. 
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Decisions 





Modification by Carrier 
Of Mortgage Provisions 
Subject of 1.C.C. Ruling 


The Commission, division 4, has 
found that no authorization by the 
Commission is required for execution 
and delivery of a supplemental in- 
denture to a first mortgage under a 
proposal of the Chicago Heights Ter- 
minal Transfer Railroad Co. 


A report and supplemental order were 
issued in Finance No. 18720, Chicago 
Heights Terminal Transfer Railroad Co. 
Bonds, in which the Commission said 
that the basic question presented was 
whether a carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of section 20a(2) of the inter- 
state commerce act, prohibiting issu- 
ance of unauthorized securities, law- 
fully might modify the provisions of a 
mortgage defining the rights of holders 
of bonds authorized by the I.C.C., with- 
out first obtaining the latter’s authori- 
zation. 

“We are of the view that this may be 
done, provided such modification does 
not result in an alteration of the pro- 
visions expressed in the bonds,” the Com- 
mission said. “In determining whether 
such an alteration would result, we do 
not deem it controlling that no en- 
dorsement will be made.on the bonds. 

“Tt does not appear that the supple- 
mental indenture proposed by applicant 
will result in any alteration of the terms 
of its first mortgage bonds, and, in our 
opinion, no authorization from us is 
required in connection therewith.” 


Equipment Construction Planned 


The Commission said that the appli- 
cant proposed to execute and deliver to 
a trustee a fifth supplemental indenture 
to a first mortgage, to be dated October 
1, 1956, which would modify the original 
mortgage, as later supplemented, “only 
to the extent of permitting, in essence, 
applicant to construct equipment, such 
as rolling stock, for itself and to pro- 
vide, or to reimburse itself for, the cost 
of constructing such equipment by sub- 
jecting the equipment to equipment ob- 
ligations, such as an equipment trust 
agreement or conditional sale agree- 
ment, which will have priority of lien on 
such equipment over that of the first 
mortgage.” 


The applicant company stated, the 
Commission said, that it could con- 
struct equipment for itself in shops 
Owned by its parent company, the Chi- 
cago & Eastern Illinois Railroad Co., at 
considerable savings in cost and in 
time. 

“The proposed modification will not 
in any substantial way affect the security 
of the outstanding bonds or change 
in any way applicant’s liability with 
respect to such bonds, and the holder 


of all the outstanding first mortgage 
bonds and consented to the modifica- 
tion,” the Commission said. “No endorse- 
ment would be made on the bonds.” 


The Commission said that $655,000 
principal amount of the first mortgage 
bonds were outstanding. By an order of 
December 29, 1954, in the proceeding, 
290 I.C.C. 817, it authorized issuance of 
not exceeding $750,000 first mortgage 
bonds, “series due 1969,” it said. 


The instant supplemental order dis- 
missed the applicant’s pleading which 
had been designated as an application 
and filed as a petition. 


The applicant hdd requested, it said, 
that the prior order be modified to 
authorize it to execute the aforemen- 
tioned supplemental indenture, or, in the 
alternative, that the Commission deny 
that its approval for the proposed modi- 
fication of the first mortgage was re- 
quired under section 20a of the act. 


In the course of its report the Commis- 
sion said it consistently had found that 
the execution and delivery of a mortgage 
did not constitute an issue of securities 
within the scope of section 20a, and that 
the authority of the Commission therefor 
was not required. 


“Tt follows that the execution and de- 
livery of a supplement to a mortgage of 
itself requires no authority under that 
section,” the Commission said. “However, 
the modification of securities issued by a 
carrier subject to the provisions of section 
20a(2) is a matter over which we have 
jurisdiction. Boston & M.R. Notes, 232 
I.C.C. 85; Maryland & P.R. Co. Bonds, 
244 I.C.C. 709, 711.” 





Water Rights Extended 


The Commission, division 4, by a report 
and order in W-922, Sub. 3, Jay Ottinger, 
Extension—Vessels (2), has granted Jay 
Ottinger, of Detroit, Mich., authority to 
operate as a water contract carrier in 
the transportation of self-propelled ves- 
sels of more than 40 feet in length, or 
more than eight feet in width, under 
their own power and without freight or 
passengers, between all ports and points 


on the Great Lakes, the Atlantic coast, . 


and the navigable waterways of the 
United States east of and including the 
Illinois Waterway and the Mississippi 
River from its confluence with the Illi- 
nois River to New Orleans, except to the 
extent he is already authorized to per- 
form such service. 


The Commission said the proceeding 
also embraced W-922, Sub. 1, Jay Ottinger, 
Extension—Vessels, for the purpose of 
giving effect to its determination in 
W-922, Sub. 3 





See Late News, Pages 15, 17 
and 18 for other I.C.C. action. 





Rates on Pallets Held Not 
Reasonable in Case Involving 


Motor Bureau Participation 


In a proceeding involving a ques- 
tion of participation by a motor 
tariff bureau on behalf of a member 
carrier, the Commission, division 2, 
has found not shown just and rea- 
sonable a proposal of the carrier to 
establish reduced any-quantity com- 
modity rates on pallets, platforms, 
or skids, from points in Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia to Waynesburg, 
O., in lieu of higher class rates. 


By a report and order in I. and S. 
M-8168, Pallets, Platforms, or Skids to 
Waynesburg, O., the Commission ordered 
the considered tariff schedules canceled 
on or before December 28, on not less 
than one day’s notice, and discontinued 
the proceeding. 

By schedules filed to become effective 
January 15, 1956, it said, Point Transfer, 
Inc., a motor common carrier, party to a 
tariff published by the Motor Carriers 
Tariff Bureau, proposed to establish the 
aforementioned reduced any-quantity 
commodity rates. On protest of the 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, it 
said, the schedules were suspended until 
August 15, when they became effective. 


Bureau Presents Evidence 


All of the evidence submitted in 
justification of the proposed rates, the 
Commission said, was presented by the 
tariff bureau publishing the rates as 
“respondent” and “for and on behalf of 
its member carrier.” The Commission 
said the bureau incorrectly referred to 
itself as the respondent. 

It said that the respondent in the case, 
namely, the motor carrier proponent, 
did not submit evidence, although its 
president certified that he had an 
interest in the case, that he had read the 
statement submitted by the bureau, and 
that he had “found the matter stated 
therein to be true and correct to his 
best knowledge and belief.” 

In this proceeding, the Commission 
said, it was apparent that the bureau 
was attempting to act in a representative 
capacity for the respondent. 

“The bureau so states in the state- 
ment presented,” the Commission con- 
tinued. “In Rubber Accelerator, Wyan- 
dotte, Mich., to Louisville, 66 M.C.C. 575, 
division 3, in commenting upon a some- 
what similar situation, said: 

“*A practitioner may represent one or 
more members of a bureau or other or- 
ganization, or, in an appropriate manner, 
may represent the bureau itself. Here, 
however, it is obvious that the bureau is 
attempting to act in a representative 
capacity which is explicitly forbidden by 
rule 7 of our rules of practice. This rule 
declares that corporations or firms will 
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not be admitted to practice before, or 
even be recognized by, the Commission 
in a representative capacity for others. 
This matter is discussed at length in I. 
and S. M-4557, Stopping in Transit— 
Garst Truck Line, Inc., 62 M.C.C. 866, 
decided July 6, 1953. See also Acker 
v. Alton R. Co., 213 I.C.C. 162, 163, de- 
cided December 2, 1935. 


Reductions From 14 to 24 Cents 


“From the foregoing, it seems clear 
that the bureau’s participation herein is 
in contravention of Rule 7. However, 
even if the evidence submitted were 
acceptable, the proof as made is deficient. 
The proposed rates range as low as 17 
per cent of the first-class truckload rates 
on this traffic. They represent reductions 
of from 14 to 24 cents per 100 pounds 
below the respondent’s prior truckload 
rates and the truckload rates maintained 
by carriers parties to the protestant’s 
tariffs. 


“In suspension proceedings, it must 
appear that the proposed rates are com- 
pensatory. The only evidence bearing 
upon that issue is a statement that the 
proposed rates are the same as or slightly 
higher than those of an alleged com- 
peting carrier, and that they would 
apply on a return movement in conjunc- 
tion with other traffic, and provide pay 
loads for vehicles that would otherwise 
return to their points of origin empty. 
No cost data were submitted. Upon this 
record, we are unable to appraise the 
— character of the proposed 
rates.” 





C. & O. Granted Authority 


To Control ‘Old Dominion’ 


The Commission has announced the 
approval by division 4 of a report and 
order in Finance No. 19382 permitting 
acquisition by the Chesapeake & Ohio 
Railway of control of the Washington & 
Old Dominion Railroad through owner- 
ship of capital stock, subject to condi- 
tions, and authorizing the Chesapeake 
& Ohio to issue not exceeding 6,780 
shares of common stock of $25 par value 
to be exchanged for 350 shares of capital 
stock of the Washington & Old Domin- 
ion. In a “memorandum to the press” 
the Commission said: 


“The applicant based the exchange 
ratio of its stock for that of the Wash- 
ington & Old Dominion Railroad on a 
valuation of $450,000 for the total equity 
of the Washington & Old Dominion and 
a price of $65.50 per share for its common 
stock. 


“The Old Dominion operates total main 
line mileage of 50.89 miles between Alex- 
andria and Purcellville, Va., and between 
Bluemont Junction and Rosslyn, Va., It 
maintains no passenger service, its opera- 
tions being limited to freight service only. 
It has 9.66 miles of side and yard track. 

“All of the outstanding capital stock 
of the Old Dominion has been owned by 
Davis Elkins, of Washington, D.C. since 
1935. The applicant company stated it 
does not propose a merger or consolida- 
tion nor does it intend to operate or 
acquire trackage rights over the proper- 
ties of the Old Dominion.” 

Later the Commission issued its re- 
port and order titled Finance No. 19382, 


Washington & Old Dominion Railroad 
Control, Etc. Conditions for protection 
of employes were prescribed the same 
as in Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co. Merger, 
261 I.C.C. 672. 

The Commission said that on consum- 
mation of the transaction, the two com- 
panies involved would continue to op- 
erate their respective lines of railroad 
independently of each other and that 
no substantial operating economies in 
either would be effected immediately. 

The C. & O., however, the Commis- 
sion said, would use its best efforts to 
see that the property of the Old Domin- 
ion was operated efficiently and that 
adequate service was provided. The 
Cc. & O. contemplated that over a period 
of time both the property and the serv- 
ice of the Old Dominion could be im- 
proved and made more profitable, the 
Commission said. 


1.C.C. Approves Watson Bros. 


Recapitalization Stock Plan 


The Commission, division 4, by a report 
and order in Finance No. 19522, Watson 
Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Stock, 
has approved a recapitalization plan of 
Watson Bros., of Omaha, Neb., which 
calls for public sale of 619,776 shares 
of common stock. 

The Commission, subject to the con- 
dition that applicant previously amend 
its articles of incorporation, authorized 
Watson Bros. to issue not exceeding 
1,291,200 shares of Class A common 
stock and 1,342,848 shares of Class B 
common stock, all of the par value of 
$1 each. Each class of stock would be 
entitled to one vote per share. 

Watson Bros. had outstanding 1,076 
shares of common, par value $100 each, 
of which Fay V. Watson and Ray E. 
Watson each owned 359 shares and 
Thomas W. Watson owned 358 shares, 
the Commission said. 

Non-cumulative dividends might be 
paid on the proposed Class A stock with- 
out paying dividends on the Class B 
stock, the Commission said, but dividends 
on the Class B common stock might not 
be paid without the simultaneous pay- 
ment of at least twice as much in 
dividends per share on the Class A 
stock. 

It said neither class of stock would be 
callable, but at the option of the holders, 
Class B would be convertible into Class 
A stock on the basis of two shares of 
Class B for one share of Class A, in 
staggering amounts spread over a four- 
year period. 

In order to effectuate its plan of 
recapitalization, the Commission said, 
after its approval of the application 
Watson Bros. proposed to file with the 
Secretary of State of Nebraska the re- 
quired charter documents. 

Then, the Commission said, Watson 
would issue and deliver pro rata to the 
holders of the presently outstanding 1,- 
076 common shares, 619,776 shares of 
Class A stock and 1,342,848 shares of 
Class B stock in exchange for those 
shares outstanding. The remaining 161,- 
424 shares of Class A would be reserved 
for conversion of Class B stock, it said. 

The Commission said that applicant 
stated that its capital stock of $107,600 
and surplus of $4,814,428 were unrealistic 
and that on issue of the proposed 619,- 
776 shares of Class A and 1,342,848 Class 
B shares, applicant’s capital stock ac- 
count would be increased to $1,962,624 
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and its earned surplus account would be 
reduced to $2,931,192. Applicant believed 
the proposed recapitalization would thus 
facilitate the solution of any finane 
problems which might arise in the fy. 
ture, the Commission said. 

After issue of the proposed stock, the 
Commission said, the three Watson 
brothers proposed to enter into an up- 
derwriting agreement with Cruttenden 
& Co., and others, to which applicant 
would be a party, under which the Wat- 
sons would sell, severally, the 619,776 
shares of Class A common stock at $675 
a share, and the underwriters would 
thereupon make a public offering of 
such shares. The Commission said its 
jurisdiction did not extend to the sale 
by those stockholders to the underwriters, 





Willow Run Motor Class Rate 
Revision Ordered Canceled; 
1.C.C. Member Dissents 


The Commission, division 2, by a 
report and order in I. and S. M-8229, 
Rate Basis—Willow Run, Mich., has 
found not shown just and reason- 
able schedules filed by motor carrier 
parties to a tariff of the Motor Car- 
riers Tariff Bureau, Inc., proposing 
to reduce their less-truckload class 
rates between Willow Run, Mich, 
and certain points in Central Terri- 
tory. 

The schedules were ordered canceled 
on or before December 24, on one day’s 
notice. Commissioner Murphy wrote a 
dissenting expression. The proceeding 
was handled under modified procedure. 

By schedules filed to become effective 
February 12, the Commission said, re- 
spondents proposed to make the less- 
truckload class rates on shipments of 
less than 2,000 pounds, and on shipments 
subject to minimums of 2,000 and 5,000 
pounds, respectively, which were now ap- 
plicable from and to Ypsilanti, Mich., 
also applicable to Willow Run. 

On protest of the Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau, Inc., the schedules were 
suspended until September 12 and there- 
after voluntarily postponed by the re- 
spondents until January 1, 1957, the 
Commission said. 


Respondents’ present less-truckload 
class rates were provided to and from 
Willow Run by use of an intermediate 
rule in the class tariff, the Commission 
said, adding that Willow Run was sit- 
uated on U.S. Highway No. 112 directly 
between Ypsilanti and Wayne, Mich. 
being three miles east of Ypsilanti and 
nine miles west of Wayne. 

By use of the intermediate rule, the 
Commission said, the rates to points 
east or south of Willow Run were the 
same as those from Ypsilanti and those 
to points west thereof were generally 
the same as those from Wayne. 


Elimination of Rule Sought 

“It is argued by the respondents that 
since Willow Run is nearer Ypsilanti 
than Wayne, the Ypsilanti rates should 
logically be charged,” the Commission 
said. “The respondents’ purpose hereit 
in to eliminate the use of the inter- 
mediate rule because, it is insisted, the 
rule is uncertain in its application. They 
urge, however, that even now under the 
intermediate rule, the Ypsilanti rates 
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apply at Willow Run and thus the pro- 
posed rates do not represent any reduc- 
ion. 

“— indicated above, this is only true 
for eastbound or southbound movements. 
In further support of the proposal, 
reference is made to certain iron and 
steel haulers, as well as to other motor 
carriers, which charge the Ypsilanti rates 
at Willow Run. However, except for the 
rates of one iron and steel hauler, there 
is no showing that such rates apply 
generally westbound. 

“The protestant emphasizes that the 
proposed rates would give the respond- 
ents a temporary advantage, but that 
competing carriers would be forced to 
reduce their rates also, resulting in a 
serious loss of revenue. 

“On the basis of the evidence before 
us, the proposed rates that would result 
in reductions from the presently-appli- 
cable less-than-truckload class rates 
from and to Willow Run, have not been 
shown to be reasonably compensatory, 
nor was any attempt made to show that 
the rates are no lower than necessary to 
meet existing competition. Such a show- 
ing is a prerequisite to our approval of 
proposed reduced rates in circumstances 
such as those revealed here. 

“The establishment of the proposed 
rates was to be accomplished by a blanket 
provision in the suspended schedules to 
the effect that, in the absence of specific 
point-to-point rates, the rates from and 
to Ypsilanti would apply also at Willow 
Run. It is thus impracticable to separate 
the reductions from the rates which 
would not be changed. Accordingly, the 
entire proposal will be ordered canceled.” 

In his dissent, Commissioner Murphy 
said that the respondents were seeking 
to change their rate basis to and from 
Willow Run from one dependent on the 
intermediate rule to one making use of 
the point-to-point rates now applicable 
to and from Ypsilanti, Mich. 

“On eastbound and southbound move- 
ments there will be no change in the 
rates because Ypsilanti, three miles 
away, is the next beyond point to the 
west,” Commissioner Murphy said. “On 
westbound movements there will be some 
reduction because Wayne, Mich., nine 
miles to the east, is the next beyond 
point. 

“The emphasis here should be on the 
change from a reasonable rate basis to 
one even more fair, not on the fact that 
some reductions will be made. Moreover, 
adoption of the proposal may be expected 
to remove uncertainty and result in tariff 
simplification. Willow Run is considered 
in the nature of a suburb of Ypsilanti, 
not of Wayne, and as a practical matter, 
the Ypsilanti rates could very well em- 
brace the Willow Run area. 

“I feel, therefore, we should not be too 
greatly concerned with the compensa- 
tiveness of the rates here in issue when 
at best, there is a three mile difference 
to be considered as between rates pre- 
sumed to be just and reasonable to and 
from Ypsilanti and identical rates to 
and from Willow Run. 

“Viewed in this fashion it would seem 
to be unnecessary to do more than state 
the proposition. I would find the pro- 
posed rates just and reasonable.” 





Pipeline Property Value 


The Commission, division 2, by a re- 
port and order in Valuation No. 1335 
(1955 report), Sohio Pipe Line Co., has 
determined, for rate-making purposes, 


the final value of common carrier prop- 
erty owned and used by that company 
to have been $14,311,100 as of Decem- 
ber 31, 1955, property owned but not used 
$28,300, and property used but not owned 
$402,240. Protests, if any, are due at the 
Commission on or before December 10. 





Southern Truck Lines Found 


Not Under Common Control 


Whitfield Truck Line, Inc., of Picayune, 
Miss., is not shown to be controlled or 
managed in a common interest with 
Eagle Motor Lines, Inc., of Birmingham, 
Ala., the Commission, division 4, has 
found, in complaints and investigation 
proceedings. 

A report and order were issued in 
MC-F-5943, T.S.C. Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc., et al. v. Eagle Motor Lines, Inc., 
et al., embracing MC-F-6001, Eagle Motor 
Lines, Inc., et al—Investigation of Con- 
trol—Whitfield Truck Line, Inc., et al. 
Commissioner Clarke, necessarily absent, 
did not participate in the case, the report 
said. The complaint was dismissed and 
the investigation proceeding discontin- 
ued. 

The Commission said that T.S.C. and 
two other truck line complainants alleged 
that operations of Whitfield Truck Line, 
Inc., formerly known as Barney Whit- 
field, doing business as Whitfield Truck 
Line, were and had been conducted by 
Eagle Motor Lines, Inc., and controlled 
by the defendants F. W. Edwards and 
O. M. Cook, of Birmingham, in violation 
of section 5 of the interstate commerce 
act. That section has to do with com- 
binations and consolidations of carriers. 

The investigation in MC-F-6001 was 
instituted on the Commission’s own mo- 
tion to determine whether control or 
management of Whitfield in a common 
interest with Eagle might have been 
effectuated and might be continuing, in 
violation of section 5(4), relating specifi- 
cally to unauthorized control of carriers, 
the Commission said. 

It appeared from the record, the Com- 
mission stated, that there were close 
friendly relations between Richard V. 
Tatum, of New Orleans, La., owner of 
some outstanding stock and an officer 
and director of Whitfield, on the one 
hand, and the controlling stockholders 
of Eagle, on the other. The Commission 
added, however, that it was clear that 
arrangements between the two carriers 
were confined to normal intercarrier 
matters, conducted in compliance with 
the act and the Commission’s  reg- 
ulations. 


It said that an interchange arrange- 
ment was of value to Eagle in providing 
return traffic from New Orleans to 
Birmingham for vehicles which other- 
wise would be forced to return empty, 
and provided a substantial portion of 
the traffic of Whitfield Truck Line, Inc. 
There was no indication, however, it 
added that Whitfield and Eagle were in 
any manner controlled or operated in a 
common interest. 


RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS 


Lackawanna 


The Commission, division 4, by a report 
and order in Finance No. 19118, Dela- 
ware, Lackawanna & Western Railroad 
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Co., Abandonment, has granted the 
D. L. & W. authority to abandon a 
branch line of railroad, known as the 
Ithaca Branch, extending from a junc- 
tion with the applicant’s main line in 
Oswego, N.Y., to the end of the line in 
Ithaca, N.Y., a distance of about 34.79 
miles, all in Tioga and Tompkins coun- 
ties, N.Y. The Commission said that 
continuation of service on the line would 
impose an undue and_ unnecessary 
burden on the applicant and on inter- 
state commerce. It said that arrange- 
ments had been made to take care of the 
rail needs of shippers at Oswego and 
Ithaca. Conditions were imposed for the 
protection of all railway employes who 
might be adversely affected as a result 
of the abandonment of the line, the 
same as prescribed in C. B. & Q. Rail- 
road Co. Abandonment, 257 I.C.C. 700. 


Milwaukee Road 


By an application in Finance No. 
19547, the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific Railroad Co., has asked the 
Commission for authority to abandon 
that portion of its line of railroad be- 
tween Madrid and Boone, a distance of 
about 14 miles, all in Boone County, 
Ia. The railroad said the line was be- 
ing operated at a loss and there was no 
reasonable prospect of increasing the 
business on the line sufficiently to elimi- 
nate the loss. It said the proposed 
abandonment would increase operating 
efficiency, effect economies by eliminat- 
ing unnecessary mileage, would not im- 
pair its ability to handle its system traf- 
fic, and. would not unjustly prejudice 
either the shipping or traveling public. 


* * * 


The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific Railroad Co., by an application 
in Finance No. 19548, has asked the Com- 
mission for authority to abandon that 
portion of its line of railroad extending 
2.8 miles between the switch at Fort 
Snelling in Hennepin County, Minn., and 
the junction switch at Mendota in Da- 
kota County, Minn. The railroad said 
that the abandonment should be per- 
mitted because freight trains formerly 
operated over the line now use a differ- 
ent route. It said the maintenance and 
operation of the line proposed for aban- 
donment, including a drawbridge span- 
ning the Minnesota River, was unwar- 
rantedly expensive, and no traffic orig- 
inated on or was delivered to the line, 
and it was not longer needed for its 
operations. 


Erie Railroad Ferry 


By a proposed report in Finance No. 
19247, Erie Railroad Co.. Ferry Abandon- 
ment, embracing Finance No. 19351, New 
York, Susquehanna & Western Railroad 
Co., Abandonment of Ferry Use, and 
Finance No. 19374, New Jersey & New 
York Railroad Co., Trustee, Abandonment 
of Ferry Use, Examiner H. J. Bond has 
recommended that the Commission, divi- 
sion 4, find that present and future pub- 
lic convenience and necessity permit the 
abandonment by the Erie Railroad Co. 
of its passenger ferry line across the 
Hudson River, between Jersey City, N.J., 
and Chambers Street, New York, N.Y., 
and the abandonment of use under 
contract of the aforesaid ferry by the 
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New York, Susquehanna & Western 
Railroad Co. and the trustee of the 
New Jersey & New York Railroad Co. 
The examiner said that none of the 
passengers now using the Erie’s ferry 
service would be left without convenient 
river-crossing service due to available 
bus and train service and a coordinated 
service proposed by the applicants and 
other carriers for providing alternate 
service. He said that certain factors 
presented by protestants to the aban- 
donment had been discussed and con- 
sidered in practically every previous 
proceeding involving railroad ferry aban- 
donments and were held not to be of 
controlling importance by the Commis- 
sion. The examiner cited Finance No. 
18781, New York Central R. Co., Ferry 
Abandonment, 295 I.C.C., decided Sep- 
tember 27, 1956, and said that the factors 
presented by the protestants should be 
found of insufficient merit to control 
the decision in the present proceeding. 
Examiner Bond recommended that con- 
ditions set forth in the New Orleans 
Union Passenger Terminal Case, 282 
I.C.C. 271, should be imposed for the 
protection of any railway employe ad- 
versely affected because of changes 
proposed in the proceedings under con- 
sideration, including previously author- 
ized construction and trackage-rights 
proposals. 





Cassville & Exeter 


The Commission, division 4, has an- 
nounced approval of a report and cer- 
tificate in Finance No. 19502, Cassville & 
Exeter Railway Co., Abandonment. In 
this proceeding the Cassville & Exeter 
Railway Co., asked the Commission for 
authority to abandon its entire line of 
railroad extending from the main line 
of the St. Louis-San Francisco Railway 
Co., at Exeter, Barry County, Mo., to 
Cassville, Barry County, a distance of 
4.8 miles. The railroad stated that due 
to declining business and increasing 
maintenance cost, together with the 
small area served, it was impossible to 
maintain further operations. It said that 
since the announcement of suspension of 
operations on August 29 there had been 
no further request for service. 


B. & O.—B.R.P. 


The Commission, division 4, has ap- 
proved on a report and certificate in 
Finance No. 19478, Buffalo, Rochester & 
Pittsburgh Railway Co., et al., Aban- 
donment. In the application, the Buf- 
falo, Rochester & Pittsburgh Railway 
Co., and the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co., asked for authority to discontinue 
operation of a line of railroad extend- 
ing about one-half mile east of West- 
ville westerly of Coal Glen, a distance 
of 1.46 miles, all in Jefferson County, 
Pa. The railroads said the line was 
originally designed to serve coal mines 
in the area and that none of these 
mines have been in operation for the 
last 18 years. There were no other in- 
dustries on the line and there was no 
likelihood for any traffic in the fore- 
seeable future, they said. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of Com- 
mission reports. Mimeographed copies of 
such reports in full may be obtained by 
prompt application to the Commission. 





Paints, Plasterboard 


I. and S. M-8010, Paints, Etc—Sweet- 
water, Tex., to Kansas City, Mo. By 
division 2. Commissioner Murphy dis- 
senting. Modified procedure followed. 
Proceeding discontinued and cancellation 
of suspended schedules required by De- 
cember 26, on one day’s notice, on find- 
ing not shown just and reasonable, re- 
duced motor carrier rates on paints, 
plasterboard, and allied commodities, 
minima 24,000 and 30,000 pounds, from 
Sweetwater to Kansas City. The Com- 
mission said the considered rates, pro- 
posed by schedules filed to become effec- 
tive December 1, 1955, by Gilette Motor 
Transport, Inc., through independent 
action, were suspended to June 30, 1956, 
on protest of the Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, the effective date having 
been voluntarily postponed to October 
29. It said the present rates, minimum 
20,000 pounds, of the respondent, were 
134 cents a 100 pounds on paints, 135 
cents on plasterboard, and 137 cents on 
wallboard joining. The proposed rates 
on these and allied articles, it said, were 
92 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds, and 
83 cents, minimum 30,008 pounds. The 
respondent, it said, had shown no Carrier- 
competitive necessity for the proposed 
rates, and while the yield therefrom 
would be slightly in excess of out-of- 
pocket costs, they would contribute little 
to the carrier’s overhead. The Commis- 
sion said it has frequently condemned 
proposed motor carrier rates that could 
be defended only on the out-of-pocket 
cost theory because of their harmful 
effect on the general rate structure. The 
proposed rates, it said, appeared to be 
lower than necessary to meet existing 
competition and would result in needless 
depletion of carrier revenues. Commis- 
sioner Murphy said that since all of the 
customary criteria had been met by the 
respondent’s evidence in that the rates 
were shown to be compensatory, rea- 
sonably related to the rate structure, and 
competitively necessary, he would find 
them just and reasonable. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


An asterisk before the docket number 
means that the report will not be printed 


in full in the permanent series of motor 
carrier reports of the Commission. Mime- 
ographed copies of such reports in full 
may be obtained by prompt application 
to the Commission. 





* MC-23942, Sub. 6, Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co., Wilmington, N.C., Exten- 
sion—Alternate Routes in South Caro- 
lina. Certificate granted. General com- 
modities, over regular routes, between 
various points in South Carolina, with 
the usual restrictions, modified so as to 
eliminate Sumter, S.C., as a key point. 

MC-603, Sub. 8, T. R. Shumpert, dba 
Shumpert Truck Line, Amory, Miss., Ex- 
tension—Alabama. Certificate granted. 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between certain points in Miss. and 
Ala., over described regular routes, serv- 
ing specified intermediate points. 

MC-111472, Sub. 33, Diamond Trans- 
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portation System, Inc., Racine, Wis., py. 
tension—Rockford, Ill. Permit granteg 
Agricultural machinery, and implements 
other than hand, from Rockford, I, to 
points in Ala., Ark., Ga., Ind., Ia., Kan. 
Ky., La., Mich., Minn., Miss., Mo., Neb’ 
N.D., O., Okla., S.D., Tenn., Tex., W.Va, 
and Wis., over irregular routes. : 
MC-15167, Sub. 16, Paul F. Cullum, dba 
Cullum Trucking Co., Jersey City, NJ, 
Extension—Ohio. On reconsideration, 
permit granted and dual operations ap. 
proved. (1) Inedible fish oils, vegetabje 
oils, sea animal oils and derivatives of 
these oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (a) 
from the plant sites of the Archer Daniels 
Midland Co., in Elizabeth and Edgewater 
N.J., to points in O. and Va. and (b) from 
the aforementioned company’s plant at 
Newark, N.J., to points in Conn., Del. 
Md., Mass., N.J., N.Y., O., Pa., RI, Va 
and D.C, and (2) derivatives of inedible 
fish oils, and sea animal oils, from the 
aforementioned company’s plants in Eliz- 
abeth and Edgewater, N.J., to points in 
Conn., Del., Md., Mass., N.Y., N.J., Pa, 
R.I. and D.C., over irregular routes. 
MC-70330, Sub. 25, J. Tom Miller, dba 
Miller Truck Line, Fort Worth, Tex, 
Extension—Points in Texas. Permit 
granted. Meats, meat products and meat 
by-products, from Dallas and Fort Worth, 
Tex., to Galveston, El Paso, Hidalgo and 
Laredo, Tex., over irregular routes, re- 
stricted to transportation of traffic des- 
tined to points in foreign countries. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Supplemental order in F.D. No. 19356, 
Reading Co. Equipment Trust Certificates, 
authorizing the Reading Co. to: assume obli- 
gation and liability, as guarantor, in respect 
of not exceeding $5,220,000 of Reading Co. 
equipment trust certificates, Series Y, bear- 
ing dividends at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum, to be issued by The First Pennsyl- 
vania Banking and Trust Co., as trustee, 
and sold at 99.2837 per cent of principal 
and accrued dividends in connection with 
the procurement of certain new equipment. 
Approved. 

ad co 


Order in F.D. No. 19510, Central of Georgia 
Railway Co. Equipment Trust Certificates, 
authorizing the Central of Georgia Railway 
Co. to assume obligation and liability in re- 
spect of not exceeding $840,000, principal 
amount, of Central of Georgia equipment- 
trust certificates, Series C, bearing dividends 
at the rate of 45g, per cent per annum, to be 
issued by J. P. Morgan & Co., Inc., as trus- 
tee, and sold at 99.32 per cent of principal 
and accrued dividends in connection with 


the procurement of certain equipment. Ap- 
proved. 





Orders 


H. & M. Allowed More Time 
In Multiple-Unit Proceeding © 


The Commission, division 3, has post- 
poned from November 1 to April 1, 1957, 
the compliance date of its order of May 
18, 1954, in Ex Parte 179, Rules and 
Instructions for Inspection and Testing 
of Multiple Unit Equipment, insofar as 
the rules and instructions prescribed 
therein relate to the equipment of the 
Hudson & Manhattan Railroad Co. 

By an order in that proceeding, the 
Commission said that the H. & M. was 
being reorganized under chapter X of 
the bankruptcy act. It said that as a 
result of having received court authori- 
zation to solicit bids for replacement of 
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some of its equipment, the railroad was 
developing a plan for the financing and 
purchase of new equipment. Although 
some progress had been made in these 
respects, the Commission said, the H. & 
M. anticipated that court approval would 
be necessary before the purchase of new 
equipment might be consummated, and 
that additional time therefor was needed. 





Pleas for Probe of Citrus 
Rights Description Denied; 
Temporary Rights Granted 


The Commission, division 1, has 
denied a joint petition of Florida 
grower and shipper interests for in- 
vestigation, among other things, with 
respect to an appropriate description 
to be used in certificates for trans- 
portation of certain citrus products 
requiring refrigeration in transit. 


By its order in MC-C-1930, Modifica- 
tion of Certificates of Irregular Route 
Motor Common Carriers of Frozen Foods, 
the Commission also denied petitions of 
motor carriers supporting the joint peti- 
tion. 


It said the petitions were denied be- 
cause an investigation would serve no 
useful purpose in view of (1) findings 
of the Commission in MC-95540, Sub. 
173, Watkins Motor Lines, Inc., Inter- 
pretation of Certificate (T.W., Sept. 8, 
p. 34), and (2) applications pending 
before the Commission for appropriate 
authorities to transport the commodities 
in question. 

A notice to the parties in MC-C-1930, 
made public late on November 5 along 
with the order, said that division 1, on 
its own motion, had granted temporary 
authority to seven motor carriers. These 
carriers, it said, either now held author- 
ity to transport frozen citrus products 
from points in Florida to points in 
certain states and had pending ap- 
plications for authority to transport the 
so-called chilled products, or public con- 
venience and necessity had been found 
to require the proposed service, but the 
certificates therefor had not yet been 
issued. 


Temporary Rights Granted 


Carriers granted temporary authority, 
the notice said, were Alterman Transport 
Lines, Inc., of Miami, Fla.; Belford 
Trucking, Inc., of Miami; J. M. Blythe, 
of Sanford, Fla.;Clay Hyder Trucking 
Lines, Inc., of Hendersonville, N.C.; Re- 
frigerated Transport Co., Inc., of Atlanta, 
Ga.; Seaboard Food Express, Inc., of 
Orlando, Fla.; and Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., of Thomasville, Ga. 

The entire Commission, with two mem- 
bers noting dissents and one dissenting 
in part, in the Watkins case, MC-95540, 
Sub. 173, had held that a motor common 
carrier’s authority to transport “frozen 
citrus products” did not include the right 
to carry “citrus juice, unfrozen though 
requiring refrigeration.” 

This ruling was made in a report and 
order on reconsideration in which the 
Commission reversed prior findings of 
division 1. 

The Commission, in its instant order, 
Said the joint petition was filed by the 
Florida Citrus Commission, the Flor- 
ida Canners Association, the Florida 
Citrus Mutual, the Growers and Ship- 
pers League of Florida, and the Flor- 


ida Railroad and Public Utilities Com- 
mission, and received February 20, 1956. 
It said the petitioners asked for an in- 
vestigation with respect to (1) the ap- 
propriate description to be used in cer- 
tificates for the transportation of chilled 
orange juice, fresh orange juice, citrus 
salads, frozen citrus juice concentrates, 
or other citrus products requiring refrig- 
eration in transit, and (2) “whether or 
not it would be consistent with the pub- 
lic interest and the national transporta- 
tion policy that outstanding certificates 
for the transportation of frozen foods, 
frozen citrus products, or frozen citrus 
juice concentrates to be interpreted or 
modified so as to authorize the transpor- 
tation of ‘processed food products con- 
taining citrus products and requiring 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re- 
frigeration’; and for such other relief 
consistent therewith as the Commission 
may deem proper. 

Petitions in support of the joint peti- 
tion, the Commission said, were filed 
by Alterman Transport Lines, Inc.; 
Carter Trucking Co., Inc., doing business 
as Coastal Refrigerated Service; Refrig- 
erated Transport Co., Inc., and Watkins 
Motor Lines, Inc. It said a joint reply 
to the joint petition was filed by Penn- 
Dixie Lines, Inc., and others. A motion 
of the Seaboard Air Line Railroad Co., 
and other railroads, for dismissal of the 
joint petition, was overruled. 

Reasons for Action Stated 

The notice, signed by Secretary Mc- 
Coy, said that besides denying the peti- 
tions, division 1 had taken certain other 
action concerning this matter, and had 
instructed him to issue a_ statement 


setting forth briefly the reasons for the 
action thus taken. 


Continuing, the notice said: 


“Consideration was given by the divi- 
sion to the stated needs of the Florida 
citrus industry for an adequate and ef- 
ficient service for the transportation of 
the relatively new citrus products, re- 
quiring refrigeration in transit. The 
findings of the Commission in No. MC- 
95540 (Sub-No. 173), Watkins Motor 
Lines, Inc., Interpretation of Certificate, 
decided August 22, 1956, were taken into 
consideration also. In view of the deci- 
sion in the latter case, there are few, if 
any, motor carriers holding appropriate 
authority to transport citrus products, 
not canned or frozen, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
points in Florida to points in various 
other States. The season for the heavy 
movement of these commodities is fast 
approaching. Several motor carriers have 
applications pending in which they seek 
appropriate authority to transport such 
commodities as citrus products, not 
canned or frozen, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration. Generally 
they seek to render a complete service 
for the shippers who produce frozen and 
unfrozen citrus products. Such proceed- 
ings are being expedited wherever possi- 
ble, but it is doubtful whether final ac- 
tion on such applications may be taken 
in time to solve the immediate and 
urgent transportation problems of the 
Florida citrus industry. In the circum- 
stances and in the light of the directives 
contained in the national transportation 
policy, the division, upon its own motion, 
has granted temporary authority, under 
section 210a (a) of the interstate com- 
merce act, to each of the carriers listed 
below. Such carriers either now hold 
authority to transport frozen citrus prod- 
ucts from points in Florida to points in 
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the states granted and have pending 
applications for authority to transport 
the so-called chilled products, or public 
convenience and necessity have been 
found to require the proposed service but 
the certificates therefor have not yet 
been issued.” 

The notice then listed the seven car- 
riers granted temporary authority. Tem- 
porary authority orders were issued by 
the Commission in the following pro- 
ceedings: MC-107107, Sub. 82, TA, Alter- 
man Transport Lines, Inc.; MC-105813, 
Sub. 27, TA, Belford Trucking Co., Inc.; 
MC-115322, Sub. 2, TA, J. M. Blythe, 
doing business as J. M. Blythe Motor 
Lines; MC-25798, Sub. 19, TA, Clay Hyder 
Trucking Lines, Inc.; MC-107515, Sub. 
241, TA, Refrigerated Transport Co., Inc.: 
MC-114413, Sub. 14, TA, Seaboard Food 
Express, Inc.; and MC-95540. Sub. 279, 
TA, Watkins Motor Lines, Inc. 





Settlement Offer Accepted 
In Rights Violation Case 


The Commission, division 1, by an or- 
der in MC-C-2025, J. Monroe Harris— 
Investigation of Operations, has ap- 
proved and accepted an “offer of settle- 
ment” in that proceeding submitted by 
the respondent, J. Monroe Harris, of 
San Augustine, Tex., and has ordered 
the respondent to cease and desist from 
all violations of the interstate commerce 
act, as charged, within 35 days from Oc- 
tober 29. 

The Commission said that the viola- 
tions admitted by the respondents in 
the offer of settlement involved the 
transportation of sugar from Supreme, 
La., to different points in Texas, for 
compensation, as a motor common or 
contract carrier, in violation of section 
206(a) (1) or 209(a) (1) of the act. 
The respondent proposed by way of set- 
tlement, the Commission said, that the 
Commission issue, under section 204(c) 
of the act, without hearing or further 
proceedings, an order commanding obe- 
dience to the provisions of the act. 

By a notice in the aforementioned 
proceeding issued November 2 the Com- 
mission said that a hearing assigned at 
New Orleans, La., on November 15 be- 
fore Joint Board 211 and Examiner 
Walter T. Cantrell, had been canceled 
because of the acceptance by division 1 
of an offer of settlement by respondent. 


1.C.C. Interprets Motor 
Gateway Operating Rights 


The Commission, division 1, has issued 
an order in MC-1700, J. E. Miller Trans- 
fer and Storage Co., a Corporation 
(Wheeling, W.Va.) interpreting the cer- 
tificate in MC-1700, on petition of the 
applicant requesting a declaratory order 
with respect to its right to engage in 
the transportation of property, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, when both 
the origin and destination points are 
located within the state of Ohio, or with- 
in the state of Pennsylvania, and moving 
over regular or irregular routes through 
Wheeling, W.Va., or other authorized 
gateway points described in the certifi- 
cate. 

The Commission said that, in sub- 
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stance, it had held in numerous pro- 
ceedings, such as Atlantic Freight Lines, 
Inc., Petition for Declaratory Order, 51 
M.C.C. 175, and Dixie Freight Lines— 
Common Carrier Application, 24 M.C.C. 
780, “that transportation of shipments in 
bona fide operations between points in 
the same state moving over authorized 
regular or irregular routes through 
another state or through an authorized 
gateway point in another state to which 
a carrier is authorized to transport a 
given shipment from a point in a par- 
ticular state and from which it is au- 
thorized to transport the same shipment 
to a point in the same state, constitutes 
transportation in interstate or foreign 
commerce; that applicant’s operations 
in the manner above described con- 
stitute transportation in interstate or 
foreign commerce, and that shipments 
moving under such circumstances may be 
interchanged with connecting carriers, 
for through service, at an authorized 
gateway point outside the single state, 
or at an authorized gateway point occur- 
ing in the single state within which the 
origin and destination points are located, 
provided that in the latter instance the 
shipment has had a prior movement or 
will have a _ subsequent movement 
through a gateway point outside the 
single state.” 

On consideration of the record and of 
the petition, the Commission ordered 
that applicant “may, under its existing 
authority, conduct its operations in the 
manner and to the extent described 
above.” 


Ruling Made on Bus Service 
At Military Installations 


A question concerning service by motor 
common carriers of passengers at mili- 
tary installations along regular routes 
has been made the subject of an admin- 
istrative ruling issued by W. Y. Blan- 
ning, director of the Commission’s Burea 
of Motor Carriers. The ruling (No. 102) 
follows: 

Question: “A regular-route common 
carrier of passengers by motor vehicle is 
authorized to serve between certain 
named termini and ‘all intermediate 
points.” May such carrier provide reg- 
ular-route passenger service to and from 
military installations which it may enter 
within one airline mile of the highway 
or highways composing the regular 
route?” 


Answer: “A regular-route common car- 
rier of passengers by motor vehicle au- 
thorized to serve ‘all intermediate points’ 
on a designated highway may provide 
regular-route passenger service to and 
from all parts of any military installa- 
tion which it may enter within one air- 
line mile of such designated highway, 
provided operation within any part of 
the military installation beyond one air- 
line mile of such designated highway is 
not over public highways.” 

Mr. Blanning said the ruling, made in 
response to questions propounded by the 
public, indicated what was deemed by 
the bureau to be the correct application 
and interpretation of the interstate com- 
merce act. Rulings of this kind, he said, 
were tentative and provisional and were 
made in the absence of authoritative 


decisions on the subject by the Com- 
mission. 


Approved Rail-Trailer Plans 
Permit Substituted Service 
On Coast-to-Coast Traffic 


The Commission has authorized 
a trailer-on-flat-car service on new 
cars capable of “sustained high 
speeds” between Chicago, IIll., and 
Boston, Mass., in connection with 
motor carrier traffic moving between 
Central, Middlewest, Southwestern, 
Rocky Mountain and Pacific Coast 
territories, on the one hand, and 
points in New England Territory, on 
the other. 


By fourth section order No. 18486, Joint 
Substituted Service, Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co., and New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad Co., the Fourth Sec- 
tion Board authorized, effective October 
24, the applicants in fourth section ap- 
plication No. 32676 to establish and main- 
tain over their proposed motor-rail- 
motor routes by way of Chicago and 
Boston, for the transportation of prop- 
erty which the applicant motor carriers 
were authorized by the Commission to 
transport, rates the same as the all- 
motor rates concurrently in effect on like 
property over all-motor routes of appli- 
cant motor carriers from and to the same 
points, and to maintain higher rates on 
like property for like service, from and 
to intermediate points. 

The order was issued, the board said, 
after “a full investigation” of fourth 
section application No. 32676, filed by 
the Eastern Central Motor Carriers Asso- 
ciation for and on behalf of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad and the New Haven 
Railroad, and certain motor carriers for 
authority to establish and maintain rates 
on the traffic without observing the long- 
and-short-haul provision of section 4 of 
the interstate commerce act. 


The authority was granted on condi- 
tion that the rates on like property for 
like service from or to such higher-rated 
intermediate points would not exceed 
the all-motor rates concurrently in effect 
from or to the same points over routes 
of applicant motor carriers nor the lowest 
combination of rates subject to the inter- 
state commerce act, and provided that 
the relief authorized would apply only 
when the railroads received, for their 
joint hauls between Chicago and Boston, 
compensation as set forth in the appli- 
cation. 


Motor Carrier Applicants 


In the application, the association 
listed the motor carrier applicants as All 
States Freight, Inc., Chicago Express, 
Inc., General Expressways, Inc., Inter- 
state Motor Freight System, Liberty 
Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Mid-States 
Freight Lines Inc., Riss & Co., Sea- 
board General Expressways, Inc., Spector 
Freight System, Inc., and Wilson Freight 
Forwarding Co., jointly with Cleveland 
& Chicago Motor Express Co., and also 
on behalf of their motor carrier connec- 
tions. 


The association said the substituted 
service would consist of the delivery by 
the motor carriers, to the railroads at 
Boston and Chicago, of trailers for 
transportation between the two points. 
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It was the same type of service as that 
between Chicago, Ill., on the one hang 
and Kearny, NJ., or Philadelphia, pa’ 
on the other, for which the Commission, 
granted fourth section relief in fourth 
section order No. 17953, of February 2% 
1955, applicants said. 

The railroads would utilize newly- 
designed 75-foot long flat cars equipped 
with roller bearings and cushioned draft 
gear, which enabled the cars to be oper- 
ated at sustained high-speeds, the ap- 
plicants said, adding that it was antici. 
pated that the operation would attract 
a substantial volume of business to the 
railroads. 


Eastern Territory Forwarder 


Ratings Case Is Reopened 


The Commission, division 3, by an 
order in I. and S. No. 6497, Freight 
Forwarder Traffic in Official Territory, 
has reopened the proceeding for further 
hearing “to permit all parties further 
opportunity to be heard upon the mat- 
ters in issue.” 


The proceeding has been assigned for 
further hearing on December 11 at the 
Commission in Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner John A. Russell. 


By a report and order in the case, 
the Commission, division 3, had found 
proposed exceptions ratings of the Na- 
tional Carloading Corporation for ap- 
plication on games or toys within Official 
Territory not to constitute unfair or 
destructive competitive practice and as 
being just and reasonable (T.W., June 
8. p. Si). 


The instant order said the Commis- 
sion had considered a petition and sup- 
plemental petition of Acme Fast Freight, 
Inc., and others, for reconsideration, and 
petitions of Eastern Motor Dispatch, Inc., 
and The Eastern Central Motor Carriers 
Association, Inc., for reconsideration 
(T.W., Aug. 4, p. 53), and replies to the 
petitions filed by National Carloading 
Corporation and others, and by the Toy 
Manufacturers of the U.S.A., Inc. 





Idaho, Utah Added to Area 
Affected by ‘Reefer’ Order 


The Commission, division 3, by re- 
vised service order No. 915, Substitution 
of Refrigerator Cars for Box Cars, has 
added the states of Idaho and Utah to 
the area in which railroads are permit- 
ted, at their option, to furnish certain 
refrigerator cars of specified ownership, 
not suitable for transporting commodities 
requiring protective service, in place of 
each box car ordered. 


Service order No. $15 had _ specified 
Oregon, California, Arizona and Nevada 
as constituting the affected area (T.W., 
Aug. 25, p. 43). 

The revised service order was made 
effective from 7 a.m., November 3, to 
11:59 p.m., December 31. 


‘Practices’ Probe Dropped 


The Commission, division 1, by an Or- 
der in MC-C-1893, Packers Express, 
Inc.—Investigation, Suspension, and Rev- 
ocation of Operating Rights, has dis- 
missed the proceeding which was insti- 
tuted by the Commission, on its own 
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initiative, into and concerning the prac- 
tices of Packers Express, Inc. 

The Commission said that an order 
had been entered in MC-FC-59146, 
Coldway Food Express, Inc., Transferee 
Packers Express, Inc., Transferor, ap- 
proving the transfer of the operating 
rights of Packers to Coldway. The 
transfer has been consummated and by 
reason of that transfer, it said, Packers 
was no longer a carrier and did not hold 
any operating rights. In view of these 
circumstances, it said, the proceeding 
was discontinued. 


.C.C. Refuses to Consider 


Motor Alternate Route Plea 


Having previously assigned for hearing 
a motor carrier application for alternate 
route authority, and having later dis- 
missed the application for the reason 
that the authority sought was covered in 
the Commission’s general order on alter- 
nate route authority, the Commission, 
division 1, has entered an order in 
MC-954, Sub. 46, Mid-States Freight 
Lines, Inc., Extension—Alternate Route, 
denying a petition of protestants seeking 
a decision on the application. 

The Commission said that in the ap- 
plication Mid-States sought authority to 
operate over alternate routes between 
Chicago, Ill., and Buffalo, N.Y., partially 
through Canada. However, the Commis- 
sion reserved for protestants the right 
to raise the issue pertaining to opera- 
tions through Canada under the “devia- 
tion” order, should Mid-States inform 
the Commission that it intended to use 
such alternate routes. 


The Commission said that a hearing 
on the application was held before an 
examiner but that by order of September 
8, 1955, the application was dismissed for 
the reason that the operation for which 
a certificate was sought could be con- 
ducted without specific authority in the 
form of a certificate “under the rules and 
regulations promulgated in the order of 
division 5 of June 28, 1955, (hereinafter 
called the deviation order).” 


By petition dated October 19, 1955, it 
said, Kramer Brothers and others opposed 
to the application asked that the pro- 
ceeding be reoponed, the order of Sep- 
tember 8, 1955, be vacated and set aside 
and that the proceeding be assigned for 
hearing. 

Petitioning protestants contended that 
the Commission lacked power under the 
interstate commerce act to promulgate 
general rules and regulations such as 
was contained in the deviation order 
which permitted regular and continuous 
deviations from routes specified in cer- 
tificates and permits, the Commission 
Said. It added that the petitioners con- 
tended that because portions of the routes 
applied for in the application were in 
Canada, they could not be considered 
as an alternate route under the terms 
of the deviation order. 


Petitioners further contended that the 
alternate routes sought lay solely within 
Indiana, Michigan and New York and 
that the applications should have been 
assigned for hearing before a joint 


board composed of members from those 
States. 


The Commission said that the appli- 
cant had not filed with the Commission 
& notice that it proposed to deviate 
from its authorized regular-routes and 


operate over the alternate routes sought 
in the application. 

The Commission said that the peti- 
tion was denied for the following rea- 
sons: 

“(1) That the deviation order was 
adopted after notice of rule making was 
duly published in the Federal Register 
and neither petitioners nor others op- 
posed the promulgation of the rules and 
regulations proposed and as numerous 
motor carriers are Operating over alter- 
nate routes in conformity with the de- 
viation order, any attack on the legality 
of the rules and regulations should be 
made in the proceeding in which the 
rules and regulations were promulgated 
so that all affected may have an oppor- 
tunity to make representations concern- 
ing their legality; 

“(2) That the question whether the 
deviation order authorizes deviations 
through Canada from applicant’s regu- 
lar routes in the United States can be 
raised by petitioners if, and when, the 
applicant, in accordance with the order 
of June 28, 1955, files a notice to operate 
over alternate routes partially through 
Canada; and 

“(3) That it is unnecessary to deter- 
mine whether the application should be 
referred to a joint board as the ap- 
plication stands dismissed.” 


Forwarder Changes Name 


The Commission, division 4, has issued 
a second amended permit and order in 
FF-187, R.T.C. Terminal Corporation, 
Freight Forwarder Application, giving 
effect to a change in name of the appli- 
cant to Blue Ribbon Express, Inc. 

The authority granted in the name of 
Blue Ribbon authorized it to perform 
service as a freight forwarder of com- 
modities generally between points in 
Cook, Lake, Du Page and Will counties, 
Tll., and Lake County, Ind., on the one 
hand, and on the other, the Port of 
New York district. 

The second amended permit and order 
supersedes and cancels the amended per- 
mit and order of July 27, 1950, effective 
December 14. 





Quantity Shipments Probe 


The Commission, Board of Suspension, 
late on November 6, by an order in MC- 
C-1989, Quantity Shipments Within East, 
instituted an investigation into the law- 
fulness of the rates, charges, rules, regu- 
lations and practices, applicable on 
quantity shipments, as set forth in Rule 
25 in tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 4 of the 
National Trucking & Storage Co., Inc., 
of Washington, D.C. It said the Middle 
Atlantic Conference requested an in- 
vestigation (T.W., June 30, p. 17). 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 
mean that all schedules in it have been 
Suspen- 


suspended by the Commission. 
sion orders contain many schedules not 


reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 





I, and S. No. 6676, Coal Dust—Southern 
Illinois Mines to Roby, Ind., the Com- 
mission, Division 2, suspended from No- 
vember 7 to and including June 6, 1957, 
schedules published in supplement 203 to 
I.C.C. No. 2, issued by the Chicago & 
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Eastern Illinois Railroad Co. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to reduce the 
commodity rate on bituminous coal dust, 
minimum 600 tons per shipment in one 
day on one bill of lading from one shipper 
to one consignee, from southern Illinois 
mines to Roby, Ind. 

I. and S. M-9090, Plastics, Machinery, 
Photographic Supplies—Md., N.J., IIL, 
and N.Y., the Commission, Board of 
Suspension, suspended from November 2, 
and later, to and including June 1, 1957, 
schedules published on various revised 
pages to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. A-114 of 
the Eastern Central Motor Carriers As- 
sociation, Inc., agent, Akron, O. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new and reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates on elevator and escala- 
tor machines, machinery or parts; 
photographic supplies and plastic mate- 
rials, minima 23,000 pounds, from and to 
or between points in Maryland, New 
Jersey, New York, Illinois and Ohio. 

I. and S. M-9093, Iron, Steel and Alloys 
—N.Y. and Ohio to Mich., the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 1, and later, to and in- 
cluding May 31, 1957, schedules pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 63 and 66 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 79 of Motor Carriers 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Cleveland, O. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish new or reduced motor common 
carrier commodity rates on iron or steel 
articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, from 
Buffalo, N.Y., to Kalamazoo, Mich., and 
on ferro-manganese and other alloys, 
minimum 32,000 pounds, from Ashtabula, 
O., to Detroit, Mich. 

L and S. M-9097, Radios—Metuchen, 
N.J., to Philadelphia, Pa., the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 1, and later, to and in- 
cluding May 31, 1957, schedules published 
in supplements Nos. 40 and 41 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. A-750 of Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference, agent. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced motor 
common carrier commodity rate, mini- 
mum 12,000 pounds, on radio receiving 
sets, radio receiving sets and talking 
machines combined, television or vision 
receiving sets or television sets, black 
and white and colored, and talking ma- 
chines or radio sets combined in boxes, 
from Metuchen, N.J., to Philadelphia, 
Pa., in lieu of higher rates. 

I. and S. M-9098, Paints, Etc.—Albany, 
N.Y., to Chicago, Ill., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 2 to and including June 1, 
1957, schedules published on second re- 
vised page No. 592-B to Eastern Central 
Motor Carriers Association, Inc., agent, 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. A-114. The suspended 
schedule proposes to reduce the motor 
common carrier commodity rate on paint, 
paint material or putty, minimum 23,000 
pounds, from Albany, N.Y., to Chicago. 
Til. 

I. and S. M-9099, Foodstuffs—Colo- 
rado to Kansas and Missouri, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 3, and later, to and in- 
cluding June 2, 1957, schedules published 
in supplements Nos. 74 and 8 to tariffs 
MF-I.C.C. Nos. 260 and 274, respectively, 
of the Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. and on fifth 
revised page 33-R and original pages 
33-R-1 through 33-R-10 of tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 9 of Wheelock Bros., Inc., 
Kansas City, Mo. The suspended sched- 
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ules propose to establish reduced motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
canned or preserved foodstuffs, minima 
36,000 and 60,000 pounds, from points 
in Colorado to points in Kansas and 
Missouri. 

I. and S. M-9100, Boots-Shoes— 
Hagerstown, Md., and Waynesboro, Pa., 
to Columbus, O., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from November 
2, and later, to and including June 1, 
1957, schedules published on first revised 
page 54 of tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 18 of 
Continental Transportation Lines, Inc., 
of McKees Rocks, Pa., on sixth revised 
page 73-C of tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 31 
of Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., Cin- 
cinnati, O. The suspended schedules 
propose reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rates on boots and shoes, 
minima 12,000 and 16,000 pounds, from 
Hagerstown, Md., and Waynesboro, Pa., 
to Columbus, O., and points grouped 
therewith. 

I. and S. M-9101, Malt Liquors—New- 
ark, N.J., to Points in New York, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 5 to and includ- 
ing June 4, 1957, schedules published in 
supplement No. 21 to MF-I.C.C. A-760 of 
Middle Atlantic Conference, agent, Wash- 
ington, D.C. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish reduced motor com- 
mon carrier rates on malt liquors, mini- 
mum 40,000 pounds, from Newark, N.J., 
to points in New York, in lieu of higher 
class rates. 

I. and S. M-9102, Chains—Burlington, 
Ia., to Kansas City, Mo., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from No- 
vember 5 and later, to and including 
June 4, 1957, schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 4 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 14 
of Churchill Truck Lines, Inc., Chilli- 
cothe, Mo., and supplement No. 7 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 7 Hannibal-Quincy 
Truck Lines, Inc., Hannibal, Mo. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on specified automobile parts and 
accessories, principally chains, less-truck- 
loads and minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 
from Burlington, Ia., to Kansas City, Mo. 


I. and S. M-9103, Meats—Twin Cities 
to Sioux Falls, S.D., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 3 to and including June 2, 
1957, schedules published in supplement 
Nos. 134 and 136 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 
228 of Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau, 
agent, Kansas City, Mo. The suspended 
schedule proposes to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
fresh meats, minimum 21,000 pounds, 
and on packinghouse products, minimum 
30,000 pounds. from the Twin Cities. 
Minn., to Sioux Falls, S.D., in lieu of 
higher class rates. 


I. and S. M-9104, Chemicals—Long- 
view, Tex., to Houston, Tex., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 3, to and including June 
2, 1957, schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 1 to MF-I.C.C. No. 6 of Dur- 
ward L. Bell, doing business as Bell 
Transport Co., Longview, Tex. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
a reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rate on chemicals, minimum 
28,000 pounds, from the site of Texas 
Eastman Co., Longview, Tex., to Hess 
Storage Terminal, Houston, Tex. 

I. and S. M-9105, Rough Castings— 





Trafford, Pa., to Mansfield, O., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 5 to and including June 
4, 1957, schedules published on ninth 
and tenth revised pages No. 20 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 6 of Baltimore & Pittsburgh 
Motor Express Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa. 
The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish a reduced motor common carrier 
commodity rate on iron and steel cast- 


ings. N.O.I., in the rough, minimum 
34,000 pounds, from Trafford, Pa., to 
Mansfield, O. 


I. and S. M-9106, Petroleum Products 
—From Va., to Cherry Point, N.C., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 6 to and includ- 
ing June 5, 1957, schedules published in 
supplement No. 10 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 447 of Motor Carriers Traffic Associa- 
tion, Inc., agent, Greensboro, N.C. The 
suspended schedule proposes to establish 
reduced motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on petroleum products, in 
tank vehicles, subject to various minima, 
from Portsmouth and Norfolk, Va., to 
Cherry Point, N.C. 

I. and S. M-9107, Alcoholic Liquors— 
Kentucky to Illinois, the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 7 to and including June 6, 
1957, schedules published in supplement 
No. 4 to MF-I.C.C. No. 230 of Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., Springfield, Ill. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new joint motor common carrier 
commodity rates on alcoholic liquors, 
N.O.1., in glass in boxes, minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Owensboro, Ky., to Gales- 
burg, Geneva, Kewanee, Northfield, and 
Rockford, Iil. 

I. and S. M-9108, Beverage Prepara- 
tions—New York to Ga., and N.C., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 7 to and includ- 
ing June 6, 1957, schedules published in 
supplement No. 75 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 804 of Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. The 
suspended schedules propose new and 
reduced alternating motor common car- 
rier commodity rates on beverage prep- 
arations, dry, N.OI., minima 10,000, 
20,000 and 28,000 pounds. from New 
York District, N.Y., to Atlanta, Ga., 
Charlotte, Greensboro, and Raleigh, 
N.C. 

I. and S. M-9109, Household Goods— 
National Van Lines, Inc., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 8 to and including June 7, 
1957, schedules published in tariff MF- 
L.C.C. No. 8 of National Tariff Bureau, 
agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor com- 
mon carrier commodity rates on house- 
hold goods from, to and between Chicago, 
Tll., Dallas, Tex., Los Angeles, Calif., New 
York, N.Y., and Washington, D.C. The 
proposed rates would include packing, 
expedited service and the exclusive use 
of vehicle plus other personalized serv- 
ices. 

I. and S. M-9110, Frozen Foods—Twin 
Cities to Minn. and N.D., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 8, to and including June 7, 1957, 
schedules published in MF-I.C.C. No. 213 
of Agent A. R. Fowler. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
frozen foods, when in mixed truck-load 
shipments of groceries and related ar- 
ticles, from Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn., to points in Minnesota and North 
Dakota. 

I. and 8. M-9111, Commodities—Liberty 
Trucking Co., the Commission, Board of 
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Suspension, suspended from November 
10 to and including June 9, 1957, scheg. 
ules published in tariff MF-I.C.C. No, 44 
of Liberty Trucking Co., Chicago, yy, 
The suspended schedules propose to es. 
tablish reduced common carrier com. 
modity rates on condensed or evaporated 
milk, minimum 20,000 pounds, from Or. 
fordville, Wis., to Chicago, IIl.; on iron 
or steel articles, minimum 32,000 pounds, 
between certain Indiana points ang 
Rockford and Rockton, IIl.; and on 
iron or steel articles, minimum 20,009 
pounds, from Rockford, Ill., to Ft. At. 
kinson, Wis. 


I. and S. M-9112, Tanks—Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Toledo, O., the Commission, 
Board of Suspension, suspended from 
November 8 to and including June 7, 
1957, schedules published on second re- 
vised page 250-A and sixth revised page 
251 to MF-I.C.C. No. 33 of C. A. Conklin 
Truck Line, Inc. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on iron 
or steel air pressure tanks and iron or 
steel tanks, N.O.I., minima 24,000 and 
30,000 pounds, from Milwaukee, Wis., 
to Toledo, O. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 31570, Paint—Between Chicago and 
Twin Cities Groups. Proceeding discon- 
tinued because effective July 15, 1955, Mutual 
Distributing, Inc., canceled schedules under 
investigation, and effective Oct. 1, canceled 
all its rates between Chicago and Twin 
Cities, as its permit had been amended by 
Commission to eliminate service between 
those points. 

* » * 

MC-52657, Sub. 482, Arco Auto Carriers, 
Inc., Extension—Trailers from Marion; MC- 
52657, Sub. 484, Same, Extension —Trailers. 
Effective date of recommended order stayed 
pending further order of Commission. 

~ a * 


MC-66562, Sub. 1303 TA, Railway Express 
Agency, Inc. Application’s petition for recon- 
sideration of order of Aug. 15, denying tem- 
porary authority, denied. 

* ~ > 


MC-F-5783, Southern Pacific Co.—Control; 
Pacific Motor Trucking Co.—Purchase—Pa- 
cific Freight Lines. Effective date of order of 
June 4 further postponed to Nov. 30. 

* 7 - 


MC-F-5928, L. A. Edwards, et al.—Control 
—Arizona-Nevada Express. Applicants’ peti- 
tion for amendment and reopening for fur- 
ther hearing dismissed at their request. 

> 7: - 


MC-F-6253, T.I.M.E. Inc.—Control and 
Merger—Southeastern Truck Lines, Inc. 
Temporary authority granted by order of 
May 10 to remain in effect until permanent 
authority application is finally determined. 

* * - 


MC-F-6263, Siebert Trucking Co.—Purchase 
—Edgewater Haulage Co., Inc. Temporary 
authority granted by order of June 4 to 
remain in effect until permanent authority 
application is finally determined. 

* 


MC-F-6267, Jones Motor Co., Inc.—Control 
and Merger—Peters Transportation Co. Tem- 
porary .authority granted by order of May 
24 to remain in effect until permanent au- 
thority application is finally determined. 

: 7 * 


MC-F-6268, A. & H. Truck Line, Inc— 
Control and Merger—Morrow, Inc. Tem- 
porary authority granted by order of May 24 
to remain in effect until permanent author- 
ity application is finally determined. 

* 


MC-F-6273, Murphy Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc.—Control and Merger—Hess Motor Ex- 
press, Inc. Temporary authority granted by 
order of June 4 to remain in effect until 
permanent authority application is finally 
determined. 

* ~ * 


MC-61825, Roy Stone Transfer Corp., Com- 
mon Carrier Application; MC-63398, Bassett 
Furniture Trucking Co., Inc., Common Car- 
rier Application. Petition of Roy Stone 
Transfer Corp. for reopening and recon- 
sideration of proceedings and modification 
of certificates issued in MC-61825 and 63398, 
and postponement of a final determination 


oko @) 


~s we 


rm 





vember 
Sched. 
No, 44 
0, Il, 
to es. 
* com- 
0rated 
m Or. 
MN iron 
0unds, 
S and 
nd on 


20,000 
‘t. At. 


vaukee, 
lission, 
from 
une 7 
nd re. 
d page 
Onklin 
sched- 
motor 
n iron 
ron or 
0 and 

Wis 


9 and 
liscon- 
{utual 
under 
nceled 

Twin 
led by 
tween 


rriers, 
. MC- 
ailers. 
stayed 


xpress 
econ. 
tem- 


ntrol; 
—Pa- 
ler of 


trol 

peti- 
' fur- 
5. 


and 
Inc. 
r of 
nent 
ined. 


~hase 
orary 
4 to 
ority 


ntrol 
Tem- 
May 
au- 


1c.— 
‘em- 
iy 24 
hor- 


ines, 

Ex- 
1 by 
intil 
ally 


om- 
sett 
Car- 
fone 
-on- 
tion 
3398, 
tion 








November 10, 1956 


in MC-C-1777 until such time as this peti- 
tion is acted on, Genied. | 

MC-67818, Sub. 52, Michigan Express, Inc., 
Extension—Traverse City. Petition of Mural 
Transport, Inc. for reconsideration or further 


hearing denied. - 


MC-106920, Sub. 9, Riggs Dairy Express, 
Inc., Extension—Frozen Foods. Petitions of 
Emery Transportation Co. for postponement 
of order and any other appropriate relief, 
and Orscheln Bros. Truck Lines, Inc., et al. 
for reopening, reconsideration and rehear- 


ing, denied. 


* * * 


MC-106943, Sub. 55, Eastern Motor Express. 
Inc. (Now reentitled Eastern Express, Inc., 
Terre Haute, Ind.). Petition of Daniels Mo- 
tor Freight, Inc. for permission to file veri- 
fied statements and certain exhibits denied. 

* 


MC-107839, Sub. 18, Denver-Albuquerque 
Motor Transport, Inc., Extension—La. Peti- 
tion of Denver & Rio Grande Western R.R. 
Co., et al. for reconsideration, denied. 


MC-112669. Sub 1, Abe K. Friesen, Exten- 
sion—Brick and Tile. Proceeaing reopened 
for further hearing at a time and place to 
be fixed. Matter referred to division 1 for 
consideration and | disposition. 


MC-F-6226, Georgia Highway Express, Inc. 
—Purchase (Portion)—Empire State Express, 
Inc. Temporary authority granted by order 
of June 4 to remain in effect until per- 
manent authority application is finally de- 


termined. 
co * * 


MC-F-6261, Roger Sherman Transfer Co.— 
Purchase—C. E. Hall & Sons, Inc. (Thomas 
W. Lawless, Trustee). Temporary authority 
granted by order of May 24 to remain in 
effect until permanent authority application 
is finally determined. 


* - 
FF-64, Sub. 1, Pittsburgh Stores Fast 
Freight, Extension Applitation. Application 


dismissed at applicant's request. 
a 


No. 31114, J. D. Pittman Tractor Co., Inc. 
y. A.G.S., et al. Defendants directed to pay 
reparation to complainant on or before Dec. 
14. 

co * + 


No. 21650, Chas. H. Lilly Co. v. G.N. Ry. 
Co. Defendant directed to pay reparation 
to complainant on or before Dec. 14. 

x 7 . 


Finance 19368, Kansas City Southern Ry. 
Co., et al. Control and Merger, etc. Ap- 
plication dismissed without prejudice at ap- 
plicants’ request. 

* ~ * 

Applications not having been the subject 
of formal hearings and applicants having 
requested dismissal of their applications, the 
Commission has issued orders dismissing the 
applications in the following: 

MC-3535, Sub. 3, Liberty Transfer and 
Storage Co. 

Sub. 


MC-29955, 
Lines, Inc. 
MC-114045, Sub. 36, Trans-Cold Express. 
MC-116064, Airport Car Shippers, Inc. 
MC-106914, Sub. 14, American Cartage Co. 
MC-112854, Sub. 13, Peter Hollebrand 
* 7 * 


10, England Bros. Truck 


MC-17227, Sub. 8, Lindner Bros. Trucking, 
Inc., Extension—Groceries. Proceeding re- 
opened for further hearing at a time and 
place to be fixed. 

ok * * 

MC-30844, Sub. 25, Heuer Truck Lines, 
Inc., Extension Fresh Meats. Petition of 
Class I rail carriers in Western District, 
Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., et 
al., and Hannibal-Quincy Truck Lines, Inc., 
et al. for reconsideration, denied. 

* x *x 


MC-57724, Huffman Transportation Service. 
Application on form B.M.C. 6 to register with 
Commission under second proviso of Sec- 
tion 206(a) of interstate commerce act dis- 
missed effective Nov. 2 at applicant’s request. 

* * * 


MC-60303, Sub. 4, Roy Barsh, Extension— 
Fla. Petition of Guy Bostick for recon- 
Sideration denied. 

a co - 

MC-74565, John Smith. Order of Jan. 12, 
1955, revoking authority as of Mar. 4, 1955, 
for failure to file annual report for year 


1951, vacated. Certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity reinstated as of 
Oct. 26. 

oe * * 


_MC-92883, Sub. 3, Harlan B. Yule, Exten- 
sion—Windrow Swathers. Proceeding re- 
pened for reconsideration on present rec- 
rd. 
~ * - 

MC-111776, Sub. 1, Guy Bostick, Common 
Carrier Application. Petitions of Class I 
rail carriers in Western Trunk Line Terri- 


tory for reopening of proceeding ‘“‘for pur- 
pose of restricting proposed operation’’, and 
Carl Subler Trucking, Inc., and Wilson Bros. 
Truck Line, Inc. for waiver of rule 101(e) 
of Commission’s general rules of practice, 
and reconsideration, denied. 

* 


MC-113945, Sub. 7 TA, G. S. Adkins. Order 
of Aug. 22, denying temporary authority, 
vacated. Applicant authorized to operate 
temporarily when conditions have been met. 

* 


MC-115491, Commercial Carriers Corpora- 
tion, Common Carrier Application. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for reconsideration on 
present record. 

cs co * 

MC-C-1845, Sample Truck Line, et al. v. 
Clark Truck Line. Complaint dismissed at 
complainants’ request. 

* ok * 

Ex Parte MC-37, Commercial Zones and 
Terminal Areas (New Orleans, La., Com- 
mercial Zone). Petition of Shell Oil Co., 
et al., for reconsideration of twelfth sup- 
plemental report, denied. 

x * 

Respondents having canceled the sus- 
pended schedules under special permission, 
the Commission has issued an order dis- 
eta the proceedings in the follow- 
ng: 

I. & S. M-8794, Plastic Materials—New 
York, N.Y. to Cincinnati. 

I. & S. M-8798, Meats and P.H.P. from 
Chicago, Ill. to Davenport, Ia. 

I. & S. M-8802, Candy and Confectionery 
—N.J. and Pa. to Chicago. 

I. & S. M-8832, Pipe Covering—Denver to 
Northwest. 

I. & S. M-8842, Various Commodities— 
Harwood Trucking, Inc. 

I. & S. M-8846, Hides—Denver, 
Chicago, Ill. 

I. & S. M-8858, Power Pumps—Indianap- 
Olis to Chicago. 

I. & S. M-8884, Cleaning Compounds—Be- 
tween Chicago, Ill. & New York, N.Y. 

I. & S. M-8896, Meats—From Neb., Mo., and 
Ill. to New York, N.Y. 

I. & S. M-8898, Floor Covering—Carlisle, 
Pa. to NJ. 

I. & S. M-8900, Minimum Charge Per 
Shipment—Paterson, N.J. to New York, N.Y. 

I. & S. M-8924, Distribution Rates— 
Neuendorf Transportation Co. 

I. & S. M-8938, Cleaning Compounds— 
Jersey City, N.J. to N.Y. 

I. & S. M-8958, Iron or Steel—Baltimore, 
Md. to Conn. 

I. & S. M-8980, Building & Paving Mate- 
rials—N.J. to N.Y. & Pa. x 

MC-FC-59460, O. L. Hadorn Motor Express, 
Inc., Transferee, and O. L. Hadorn Motor 
Express, Transferor. Time for complying 
with terms and conditions of order of Sept. 
18 extended to Jan. 18, 1957. 

* * * 


Colo. to 


No protest having been filed to an order 
adopting pipe line valuation, the Commis- 
sion has issued a notice that its valuation 
in Valuation 1325, Interstate Oil Pipe Line 
Co., has been adopted. i 

MC-263, Sub. 73, Garrett Freightlines, Inc., 
Extension—Henderson, Nev.; MC-730, Sub. 51, 
Pacific Intermountain Express Co., Extension 
—Same; MC-1849, Sub. 82, Northern Trans- 
portation Co., Extension—Same. Petition of 
Fleetlines, Inc. for reconsideration denied. 

* * 


MC-10955, Sub. 8, Renner Motor Lines, Inc.; 
MC-116012, Motion Picture Film Service Co. 
Applications dismissed at applicants’ request. 

* 


MC-50307, Sub. 15, Interstate Dress Car- 
riers, Inc., Extension—Ladies’ Handbags. 
Proceeding reopened for reconsideration on 
present record. Petition of Motor Freight 
Express, et al., insofar as it seeks oral argu- 
ment, denied. 


MC-73165, Sub. 155, Eagle Motor Lines, 
Inc., Extension—Central States. Applicant’s 
motion to strike petition of Gordon Trans- 
ports, Inc., et al. for reconsideration over- 


ruled. 


* * 


* * * 


MC-109451, Sub. 63 TA, Ecoff Trucking, 
Inc. Order of Sept. 12, denying temporary 
authority, vacated. Applicant authorized to 
operate temporarily when conditions have 
been met. ° * ° 

MC-114834, Sub. 3, Paul K. Buss and 
Bernice A. Buss, Extension—Hewitt, N.J. 
Petition of Kenosha Auto Transport Corp. 
for reconsideration denied. 

MC-C-2020, Fruit and Vegetable Juices 
Between Los Angeles and Ore., Wash. (First 
Supplemental) (Corrected) Investigation in- 
stituted, on Commission’s own motion, into 
and concerning lawfuless of rates, charges, 
rules, regulations and practices affecting 
such rates and charges, application on in- 
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terstate or foreign commerce, rate of 113 
cents, minimum 36,000 pounds, from origins 
in Ore. and Vancouver, Wash. to Los An- 
geles Rate Group insofar as it applies on 
fruit or vegetable juices, as set forth in 
Item 495 on Twenty-second Revised Page 
74-A to MFICC 16 (filed in name of R.N.B. 
Converse, d/b/a Converse Trucking Service) 
of Converse Trucking Service, or as the 
same may be amended or reissued, with a 
view to making such findings and orders in 
premises as facts and circumstances shall 


warrant. 
x * * 


Respondents having failed to submit their 
statements of facts and arguments under 
modified procedure, the Commission has is- 
sued an order requiring respondents to can- 
cel the suspended schedules on or before 
forty days from Oct. 31, on not less than one 
day’s notice, and discontinuing the proceed- 
ings in the following: 

I. & S. M-8827, Iron or Steel—Sims Motor 
Transport Lines, Inc. 

I. & S. M-8839, Bags & Bagging—Reidsville, 
N.C. to Va. 

I. & S. M-8840, Heaters—Louisville, Ky. to 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

I. & S. M-8845, Iron and Steel—Chicago, 
Ill. to Mich. 

I. & S. M-8848, Junk—From and To Points 
in Minn. 

I. & S. M-8852, Crude Rubber—Louisville 
to St. Joseph, Mich. 

I. & S. M-8853, Insecticides—Omaha, Neb. 
to Ill. and Wis. 

I. & S. M-8856, Insecticides—Omaha, Neb 
to Ind. and Mich. 

I. & S. M-8863, Auto Dies—To Chicago 
Hgts. from Cleveland and Detroit. 

I. & S. M-8867, Various Commodities— 
From or To IIl., Mich. and Wis. 

I. & S. M-8872, Iron or Steel Articles— 
Aurora, Ill. to Michigan City. 

I. & S. M-8873, Iron or Steel Castings— 
Denver to Ottawa, Kan. 

I. & S. M-8874, Synthetic Oil—Service 
Trucking Co., Inc. 

I. & S. M-8876, Paint—Ft. Madison, Ia. 
to Evansville, Ind. 

I. & S. M-8878, Cotton Clothing—Madison, 
Ga. to Cleveland, O. 

I. & S. M-8879, Wrapping Paper—East 
Walpole, Mass, to Baltimore, Md. 

I. & S. M-8880, Various Commodities— 
Hajek Trucking Co., Inc. 

I. & S. M-8882, Tractor Treads—Bronson, 
Mich. to Noblesville, Ind. 

I. & S. M-8883, Tote Boxes—La Porte, 
Ind. to Chicago. 

I. & S. M-8885, Iron or Steel Articles— 
Canton, O. to Philadelphia, Pa. 

oe ~ *~ 


I. & S. M-8855, Cigarettes and Tobacco— 
Louisville, Ky. to St. Louis, Mo. Petition of 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 
for vacation of suspension order denied. 

« * *~ 


MC-F-6250, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc.— 
Control and Merger—St. Louis Forwarding 
Co., Inc Temporary authority granted by 
order of May 4, as modified and supple- 
mented by order of June 20, extended to 
expire Jan. 15, 1957, or until consummation 
of transaction authorized by order of Oct. 
9 whichever first occurs. 

* Ld + 

Method and Form of Records to be Kent 
by Carriers Relating to Time on Duty of 
Employes and Movements of Trains. Form 
of records desired to be kept by the follow- 
ing railroads, embodying information addi- 
tional to that prescribed by the Commission, 
and entitled “Time Return of Engine and 
Train Employes” gg oe Connecting 
R.R. Co.—Form P-710-5. nora Southern 
R.R. Co.—Form P-710-6, The Lake Terminal 
R.R. Co.—Form P-710-7, and The Newburgh 
& South Shore Ry.—Form P-710-8, approved. 

* *” * 


No protest having been filed to an order 
adopting pipe line valuation, the Commis- 
sion has issued a notice that its valuation 
in Valuation 1340, Project Five Pipe Line 
Corp.. has been adopted. 

* . . 


I. & S. 6434, Aluminum Billets—La. To 
Trunk Line. Proceeding discontinued be- 
cause respondents under special permission 
filed schedules effective Oct. 19, and prior 
dates canceling schedules under suspension. 

* * * 


MC-C-1699, Gallagher Freight Lines, Inc., 
et al. v. Bee Freight Lines, Inc., et al. Com- 
plaint dismissed at complainants’ request. 

* : * 


I. & S. M-8264, Cement Conduit—Man- 
ville, N.J. to Pa. Points. Proceeding discon- 
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THE FRISCO 





TENNESSEE 








Thanksgiving Turkeys or Railroad Ties... 
Mince Meat or Pumpkins-for-pies . .. 
whatever you have to ship—big or small, 
short or tall—fragile or rugged, 

you ship it fasf and you ship it sure when 
you SHIP IT ON THE FRISCO! 


Southeast and Southwest—to, from and through nine 
great states, powerful Frisco diesels speed your ship- 
ments to destination safely, surely . . . on time! 


Your freight arrives when you want it. . . reaches its 
destination when it’s expected! 


Call your FRISCO Traffic Representative for that next 
shipment Southeast or Southwest—he’'ll show you 
why it’s best to Ship If On the FRISCO! 


MISSISSIPPI « ALABAMA * FLORIDA 
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tinued because on Oct. 8, respondent canceled 
schedules under suspension. 
~ + * 


I. & S. M-8897, Class Rates—Towers Trans- 
portation, Inc. Order of Sept. 14, directing 
modified procedure, vacated. Proceeding as- 
signed for oral hearing at a time and place 
to be fixed. 

* - * 

I. & S. M-8961, Sugar—Chicago, Ill. to Ill. 
& Wis. Order of Oct. 2, directing modified 
procedure, vacated. Proceeding assigned for 
oral hearing at a time and place to be fixed. 

7 


MC-C-1077, Atlanta-New Orleans Motor 
Freight Co., et al. v. Mobile Express, Inc., 
et al.; MC-C-1081, West Bros., Inc. v. Mobile 
Express, Inc. Effective date of order of Apr. 
23 further postponed from, Nov. 5 to Nov. 30. 


MC-96489, Sub. 1, Bowen Trucking, Inc. 
Applicant’s petition for stay of order of 
June 7 and reconsideration by full Commis- 
sion denied, in view of conclusion in Textile 
Motor Freight, Inc., Extension—Fla., 67 
M.C.C. 279, decided June 7. 


ORDERS STAYED 


Notice of stay of the order in each of 
the proceedings shown below, in accord- 
ance with section 17(8) of the interstate 
commerce act, has been issued by the 
Secretary of the Commission. Section 


17(8) provides for stay of a decision or 


order of an individual commissioner, a 
division, or a board until action has been 
taken on petitions for rehearing, reargu- 
ment or reconsideration filed before the 
effective date of the order. The Com- 
mission’s Secretary issues such notice 
under a delegation of authority by the 
Commission. 


I. & S. M-8139, Plastic Tile—From and to 
Southern Points. Order of Sept. 11 stayed 
pending disposition of petition of Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, Inc. for re- 
consideration. ” * + 


MC-F-5996, H. E. West, et al.—Control; 
West Brothers, Inc.—Purchase—E. A. Murray 
and Murray Motor Transport, Inc.; MC-3009, 
Sub. 17, West Brothers, Inc.—Hattiesburg, 
Miss. Order of Sept. 4 stayed pending dis- 
position of applicants’ petition for recon- 
sideration and oral argument. 


MODIFIED PROCEDURE CASES 


Published under this heading are 
digests of Commission orders assigning 
cases for handling under modified pro- 
cedure. Each listing shows one date. 
That is the date on or before which 
complainants (in complaint cases) or re- 
spondents (in investigation and suspen- 


sion cases) must file statements of facts 


and arguments. Under the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice, statements by 
defendants (in complaint cases) or prot- 
estants (in investigation and suspension 
cases) are due 30 days from the date 
shown, after which 10 days are allowed 
for the filing of replies by complainants 
or respondents. 


November 19—MC-C-2017, lst and 2nd Sup- 
plements only, Paints & Chemicals—Bet. 
N.Y., N.J. & Ill. Points. 

November 19—I. & S. M-9090, Plastics, Ma- 
chinery, Photo. Supplies—Md., NJ., Ill., 
& N.Y. 

November 29—I. & S. M-9015, Ist Sup. only, 
Paper—From Spring Grove, Pa. to O. 

December 3—I. & S. 6611, Salt—Detroit, 
Michigan to Wis. & Mich. 

December 3—F.S.A. 32124, Rock Salt—De- 
troit, Mich. to Mich. & Wis. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9026, Glassware— 
Between Columbus, O. and Marion, Ind. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9027, Exceptions 
Ratings—Mineral Wool—Trunk-Line Terri- 

tory. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9028, Aluminum Cast- 
ings—Ft. Wayne, Ind. to Chicago, Ill. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9029, Phonograph 
Records—Terre Haute, Ind. to Detroit. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9030, Advertising 
Matter from Omaha, Neb. to Columbus. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9031, Transformers— 

Between Pittsburgh & Terre Haute. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9033, Canned Fruit 

Juices—Minimum Weight Restriction. 


December 6—I. & S. M-9034, Rules and Rates 
of Crouch Bros., Inc. 











December 6—I. & S. M-9035, Candy—Port 
Chester, N.Y. to Atlanta, Ga. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9036, Dressing or 
Blacking (Shoe-Leather) Queens, N.Y. to 
Atlanta. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9037, 
Baltimore, Md. to Atlanta, Ga. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9038, Iron and Steel 
—Sterling, Ill. to Davenport, Ia. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9039, Stopping in 
Transit at Points in Utah. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9040, Boots, Shoes— 


Insulatocrs- - 


Elizabethtown, Littlestown, Pa. to New 
York, N.Y. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9041, Paper—Cin- 


cinnati, O. to Chicago, Ill. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9042, Brick & Related 
Articles—Pa. to O. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9043, Liquors—Mobile, 
Ala. and New Orleans, La. to Owensboro, 
Ky. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9044, Pallets—From 
and to Detroit, Chicago and Kenosha. 
December 6—I. & S. M-9045, Electrical Ap- 

pliances St. Louis to Chicago. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9046, Glass Containers 
—Freehold, N.J. to New England. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9047, Sugar—Louis- 
ville, Ky. to Ind. Points. 

December 6—I. & S. M-9048, Stop-In-Transit 
Rules—Craig Trucking, Inc. 

December 17—32062, Minnesota Mining & 
Manufacturing Co. v. A.A., et al. 

December 17—32065, Thomson Phosphate Co. 
v. A.C.L., et al. 

December 17—32066, Buckeye Sugars, Inc. v. 
B. & O., et al. 

December 17—32048, The Lone Star Co. L. 
& N., et al. 

December 17—32048, Sub. 1, The Independent 
Liquor Dealers Co. v. I. & N., et al. 





Applications 
and Petitions 





Proposed Boost in Minimum 
Charge a Shipment via Truck 


In Eastern Areas Protested 


Requests for suspension of a motor 
carrier proposal to institute new 
scales of minimum charges a ship- 
ment between points in Middle At- 
lantic Territory have been received 
by the Commission’s Board of Sus- 
pension. 


Virginia Dare Extract Co., Inc., of 
Brooklyn, N.Y., asked for suspension of 
tariff schedules published by Middle 
Atlantic Conference, agent, identified as 
supplement 77 to M.A.C. tariff No. 10-K, 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-666, rule 9, published 
to become effective November 19. 

This company said the truck line re- 
spondents proposed new scales of mini- 
mum charges a shipment, varying in 
amount with rate-making distance. It 
said these charges represented increases 
of existing minimum charges as pub- 
lished in properly applicable tariffs. 

The minimum charges protested 
ranged from a minimum of $3 to a maxi- 
mum of $5 as compared with minimum 
charges of $3.10 for the lowest bracket 
up to a maximum of $5.40, published 
by the conference effective June 18, 
then suspended by the Commission, and 
later withdrawn by the conference, the 
protestant said. 

The Brooklyn protestant said that since 
these June minimum charge increases 
were filed by the conference, motor car- 
riers in Middle Atlantic Territory had 
signed new labor contracts, resulting in 
still further increases in their expenses. 
The protestant, referring to a confer- 
ence statement that the carriers urgently 
needed the revenue that would have 
been derived from the proposed June 


TRAFFIC Wort 


increases, asked how it could be explaineg 
that they suddenly found smaller jp. 
creases satisfactory even after an ac- 
knowledged increase in their expenses, 

“The new proposed minimum charges 
herein protested are really nothing byt 
a slight downward revision of those pre. 
viously suspended and subsequently with. 
drawn,” the protestant said. 

“Such action can hardly be interpreteg 
as one to instill in shippers confidence 
that the proposed revisions are absolutely 
necessary and lawful.” 

The Lynchburg (Va.) Traffic Bureay 
also protested Middle Atlantic Confer. 
ence increases in minimum charges iy 
Middle Atlantic and New England terri. 
tories, scheduled to become effective 
November 19, as filed in MF-I.C.C. A-725, 
supplement 33, and in the aforemen- 
tioned MF-I.C.C. A-666, supplement 17, 
The bureau said the increases ranged 
from 7 cents to 102 cents. 





Rails Reply to Plea of Cotton 
Shippers for Further Hearing 


In Ex Parte Nos. 175 and 196 


Replying to a petition of the West- 
ern Cotton Shippers Association for 
further hearing in Ex Parte Nos. 
175 and 196 so that additional evi- 
dence might be submitted as to the 
effect of percentage railroad rate in- 
creases on western cotton traffic, the 
railroad respondents said that “de- 
spite all its pretense to the contrary, 
this petition is nothing more than a 
part of the scheme to obtain rep- 
aration in No. 30937, Allenberg Cot- 
ton Corporation v. Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad, and related cases” 
(T.W., Oct. 27, p. 72). 


The association stated, in its petition, 
that further hearing was sought for the 
purpose of having the Commission con- 
sider its request for “rate parity” on 
shipments of cotton to transcontinental 
eastern destinations and to California 
and Texas and Louisiana ports for export, 
with shipments from other parts of the 
cotton belt. 

The association also amended a prior 
petition seeking reconsideration in No. 
30937, so as to ask consolidation of the 
cases for further hearing. 

The alleged unreasonable practice was 
the result of subjecting the published 
rate, including a compressed-in-transit 
allowance to percentagewise increases, 
petitioner said. It said these California- 
Arizona cotton rates to eastern destina- 
tions ‘and to the ports involved included 
an allowance ranging from eight to 25 
cents a 100 pounds which the carriers 
assumed and paid out of compressed-in- 
transit rates to apply on the cost of 
compression. 

In its report in No. 30937 on further 
hearing, division 2, with Commissioner! 
Murphy dissenting, dismissed the com- 
plaint assailing C.I.T. rates from south- 
west origins to California and Gulf of 
Mexico ports and to transcontinental 
destinations (T.W., June 30, p. 44). 

The railroads said that the petitioner 
actively participated in the Allenberg 
and related cases, and “does not like the 
Allenberg decision because reparation was 
not awarded to complainants.” 

“So far as rates for the future are 
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concerned, petitioner has no complaint— 
and it knows it,” the railroads said. 

They said that the petition was “noth- 
ing more than an attempt to collaterally 
attack the decisions in the Allenberg 
and related cases in order to keep before 
the Commission the reparation claims 
twice rejected in formal decisions,” and 
should be denied. 





Low Motor Rate on Florida 


Citrus Products Protested 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference, Inc., has asked the Commis- 
sion to suspend commodity tariff No. 5, 
MF-I.C.C. No. 9, of Roy Barsh, doing 
business as Roy Barsh Truck Line, Jop- 
lin, Mo., described as containing new 
rates from points in Florida to points 
in Arkansas, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, 
Nebraska, and Oklahoma, applicable 
to transportation of canned citrus prod- 
ucts, in straight or mixed shipments, 
published to become effective November 
14. 

“Suspension is requested of the pro- 
posed rates to the extent that the same 
will apply on frozen citrus juice concen- 
trates, frozen citrus products, oy chilled 
citrus products,” the protestant confer- 
ence said. 

The conference said it published for 
the account of an interested number of 
motor common carriers a special com- 
modity tariff applying on frozen or 
chilled citrus products from all Florida 
origins to destinations throughout the 
country, including the destination states 
involved in the instant protest. 

It said the rates proposed by Roy Barsh 
Truck Line were substantially lower than 
the commodity rates applicable on the 
frozen and chilled commodities which it 
published for common carriers. 

The conference compared a conference 
rate of 229 cents, minimum 27,000 pounds, 
from Tampa, Fla., to Oklahoma City, 
Okla., with a rate of 131 cents, minimum 
32,000, which it said the Joplin truck line 
proposed, and also a conference rate of 
220 cents, minimum 27,000 pounds, from 
Tampa to Des Moines, Ia., with a Barsh 
Truck Line proposed rate of 117 cents, 
minimum 32,000 pounds. 





Paint-Varnish Group Wants 


Class Rate Cases Reopened 


The National Paint, Varnish and Lac- 
quer Association, Inc., of Washington, 
D.C., has filed a petition asking the 
Commission to reopen and reconsider the 
report of division 3 in MC-C-1600, et al., 
Class Rates Between Middle Atlantic 
and New England Territories, in which 
the division approved basic class rates 
applying on shipments weighing 6,000 
pounds or more related to the No. 28300 
rail rates applied to rail distances, but 
found not just and reasonable flat arbi- 
traries on shipments under 6,000 pounds 
(T.W., Aug. 25, p. 21). 


The National Industrial Traffic League 
and the Eastern Industrial Traffic 
League have also filed petitions for recon- 
Sideration of the division’s report in that 
proceeding (T.W., Nov. 3, p. 15). 

The Commission had ordered that the 
rates found unjust and unreasonable be 
canceled on or before October 8, but on 
request of the respondents, postponed 
the effective date “until further order of 


the Commission” (T.W., Oct. 13, p. 52). 
The National Paint, Varnish and 
Lacquer Association, Inc., in its petition, 
said that division 3 erred in rejecting the 
recommendation of Examiner Lawton 
that short highway mileages should be 
prescribed in lieu of railroad mileages 
in the construction of distances for the 
respondents’ class rate scale. 

“We submit,” the association said, 
“that it is inconsistent for the Commis- 
sion to prescribe highway mileages in 
the New England Territory and rail 
mileages in the Middle Atlantic Territory 
and between the Middle Atlantic and 
New England territories. 

“The Commission is urged to reverse 
the conclusions and apparent findings 
of division 3 in the aforementioned re- 
spects, and to affirm the recommenda- 
tions of the hearing examiner with 
respect to such matters.” 





Southern Rail Plea Opposed 
By P.O. in Mail Pay Case 


The Postmaster General, by a motion 
filed in No. 9200, Railway Mail Pay, has 
asked the Commission to deny an appli- 
cation of railroads in the Southern Re- 
gion for a re-examination of the rates, 
rules, and compensation for transporting 
the United States mails and the service 
connected therewith, and for increase in 
such rates and compensation (T.W., Aug. 
11, p. 41, and Oct. 20, p. 73). 

“The material submitted by applicants 
does not constitute admissable, reliable, 
probative, or substantial evidence and is 
not adequate to support an order of the 
Commission fixing and determining the 
fair and reasonable rates, rules and 
compensation for the transportation of 
United States mail and the services con- 
nected therewith by applicant railroads,” 
the Postmaster General said in his mo- 
tion. 

“Applicants’ approach has denied the 
Postmaster General an opportunity to 
discharge his statutory responsibilities in 
a railway mail proceeding.” 

The Post Office Department head said 
that the applicant railroads, ignoring the 
Commission’s admonition in a decision 
issued in 1954, in Railway Mail Pay, 292 
I.C.C. 101, had now presented to the 
Commission a so-called railway mail cost 
study that was based “almost solely upon 
obsolete data and obsolete cost relation- 
ships.” It was also stated that this study 
could not be accepted by the Commission 
as reliable, probative, or substantial evi- 
dence in the instant proceeding. 


The motion said that obviously the 
Southern Region application was precip- 
itated by an earlier application of the 
eastern railroads (T.W., July 7, p. 43). 


Reconsideration of Sharp, 
La., Switching Case Asked 


The Department of the Air Force, on 
behalf of the Department of Defense, 
and the General Services Administration, 
on behalf of the executive agencies of the 
United States, have filed a joint peti- 
tion asking the Commission to reconsider 
a report and order of its division 3 which 
found just and reasonable, and not 
otherwise unlawful, a proposal of the 
Illinois Central Railroad Co. to eliminate 
Sharp, La., from the switching limits 
of Baton Rouge, La. and cancel its 
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switching rates to and from Sharp 
(T.W., Sept. 22, p. 39). 

In its report and order in I. and S. 
No. 6550, Switching Charges—Sharp, 
La., the Commission said its findings did 
not constitute a prescription or approval 
of any rate or route which resulted from 
such cancellation. The Commission va- 
cated and set aside its order entered 
February 20, 1956, which suspended op- 
eration of tariff schedules of the railroad 
until September 20, 1956, and discon- 
tinued the proceeding. 

In what it called a “statement of 
errors” the petitioners said that division 
3 failed to place the burden of proof on 
respondents, improperly attempted | to 
draw a distinction between the United 
States as a shipper and “commercial in- 
terests,” failed to consider evidence of 
record, and incorrectly interpreted facts 
of record. 

Among other things, they asserted that 
at Sharp, La., there was but one facility, 
the Baton Rouge Air Force Station, which 
was utilized by the Air Force and by 
the General Services Administration in 
activities directly connected with the 
national defense. In other words, they 
said, the United States was the shipper. 

“For reasons which are not apparent,” 
the petitioners said, “the report charac- 
terizes the United States as ‘the inter- 
ested protestants’ and attempts to draw 
distinctions between it and commercial 
interests. This is contrary to the well- 
settled basic principle that except as the 
act might provide otherwise, the-govern- 
ment as a shipper bears the same rela- 
tionship to the carrier as does any private 
person.” The petitioners cited St. Louis, 
B. & M. R. Co. v. United States, 268 
U.S. 169, 173. 

The petitioners said the Commission 
should reopen the proceeding for recon- 
sideration and oral argument and reverse 
the findings of division 3. 


Eastern Rails Ask Reopening 


Of Two Divisions Cases 


The eastern railroads, respondents, 
have petitioned the Commission for gen- 
eral reopening and for further hearing 
and modification of the order in No. 
29885, Official-Southern Divisions, and 
No. 29799, The Akron, Canton & Youngs- 
town Railroad Co., et al. v. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish Railroad Co., et al. 

The petitioners described No. 29885 as 
an investigation into the divisions of 
joint rates on all classes and all com- 
modities between Official and Southern 
territories, instituted by the Commis- 
sion’s order of December 4, 1947, in re- 
sponse to a petition of the eastern rail- 
roads, dated July 16, 1947, seeking fur- 
ther hearing and modification of the 
order in No. 24160, Divisions of Rates, 
Official and Southern Territories, 234 
I.C.C. 175 (1939). 

No. 29799, they said, was a proceeding 
begun by a complaint of eastern rail- 
roads, also dated July 16, 1947, and filed 
with the aforementioned petition, in 
which they sought increased divisions 
of joints rates on Florida citrus fruits to 
points in Official Territory. 

The railroads said that if further hear- 
ing were granted as asked, they would 
undertake to present to the Commission 
evidence that was not available to them 
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for introduction prior to the close of 
hearings in the instant cases on Decem- 
ber 8, 1950, or thereafter under a stipula- 
tion of that date, and that accordingly 
was not considered by the Commission 
in arriving at its decision of January 
12, 1953, as amended by its decision of 
May 26, 1953. 


Attached to the rail petition was a 
petition for leave to file the petition for 
general reopening for further hearing 
and for modification of order. 


Unloading Charges at Ports 


The rails said that the Commission, 
on further hearing and reconsideration 
in I. and S. No. 5500, Unloading Charges 
on Fruits and Vegetables at New York 
and Philadelphia (T.W., July 28, p. 39), 
ordered the cancellation of the unloading 
charges it had previously approved in 
that case (Unloading Charges, Fruits 
and Vegetables, N.Y. and Phila., 272 
I.C.C. 648; 286 I.C.C. 119). 


They said that as shown by the Com- 
mission’s report of January 12, 1953, in 
the instant proceeding (287 I.C.C. 497, 
539), and in the aforementioned report 
in I. and S. No. 5500, the petitioning 
railroads’ present divisions on fresh fruits 
and vegetables were prescribed on the 
assumption that such unloading charges 
would remain in effect. They said that 
the Commission, in requiring cancellation 
of such charges, effective October 17, 
plainly indicated that the petitioners 
might appropriately seek reimbursement 
through increased divisions. 





1.C.C. Power Questioned 


In Ferry Abandonment Case 


The Commission has been asked to re- 
consider a report of division 4 in Finance 
No. 18781, New York Central Railroad 
Co., Ferry Abandonment, authorizing the 
New York Central to abandon its ferry 
line across the Hudson River between 
Weehawken, N.J., and ferry terminals in 
New York City, N.Y. (T.W., Oct. 6, 
p. 56). 


Petitions for reconsideration were filed 
by the state of New Jersey and the New 
Jersey Board of Public Utility Commis- 
sioners, jointly, and by the estate of 
Conrad N. Jordan. The latter contends 
that the abandonment of the ferry will 
greatly damage the real estate and 
physical property of the estate of Con- 
rad N. Jordan. 


The joint petition stated that the 
action of division 4 would, in effect, deny 
to the states of New Jersey and New 
York the right to regulate passenger 
service in intrastate transportation in 
those states. It said that the Commis- 
sion had never attempted to exercise 
such a jurisdiction and that there was 
no explicit statutory authority that would 
grant such jurisdiction. 





FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 19490 (supplemental), Chesa- 
peake & Ohio Railway Co., asks authority to 
assume obligation and liability in respect 
of $7,800,000 par value of serial equipment 
trust certificates, to be dated October 23, 
1956, and to be issued under Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway third equipment trust of 1956, 





in connection with the purchase of 100 diesel 
locomotives and 994 gondola cars. 
~ . * 


Finance No. 19543, Smith’s Transfer Cor- 
poration, Staunton, Va., asks authority to 
issue a note in the amount of $232,500, with 
interest at a rate of 5 per cent on unpaid 
balances, to replace a note previously issued 
without authority of the Commission. 

* * + 


Finance No. 19545, Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad Co. asks authority to issue $7,605,- 
000 of Series P equipment trust certificates 
to finance the acquisition of 500 box cars, 
200 goldola cars, 100 flat cars and 200 pulp- 
wood rack cars. 

* * 

Finance No. 19546, Gordons Transports, 
Inc., Memphis, Tenn., asks authority to (a) 
issue two promissory notes amounting to 
$850,000 to the First National Bank, Mem- 
phis, Tenn., temporarily to provide funds to 
cover (in part) the cost of the construction 
of a terminal at Memphis, (b) issue a promis- 
sory note amounting to $850,000 to the 
Joyner-Heard Co., the proceeds of which 
would be used to repay and refund the 
temporary loan described in (a), and (c) 
issue of a promissory note amounting to 
$90,000 to the First National Bank, Mobile, 
Ala., to cover (in part) the cost of construc- 
tion of a terminal at Mobile. 

* > * 

Finance No. 19550, Roscoe, Snyder & Pacific 
Railway Co., asks for authority to issue 
debentures aggregating $200,000 in exchange 
for like amount of 6 per cent cumulative 
preferred stock, par value $100, for the pur- 
pose of taking advantage of interest pay- 
ments on the debentures being deductible 
in computing income taxes. 

> 7: * 

MC-F-6442, American Freightways Co., of 
Brooklyn, N.Y., asks authority to purchase 
certain operating rights of Rodabaugh 
Transportation Lines, of Horseheads, N.Y. 

* » ” 


MC-F-6443, West Motor Freight, Inc., of 
Boyertown, Pa., asks authority to purchase 
certain operating rights of Pottstown Motor 
Freight, Inc., of Boyertown. 

= . ~ 


MC-F-6444, Shaffer Trucking, Inc., Eliza- 
bethville, Pa., asks authority to purchase 
certain operating rights of Miller Trucking 
Co., Gettysburg, Pa., and temporarily to 
operate. 


MOTOR RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 


Information from digests of applica- 
tions of motor carriers of property for 
operating rights, as made public by the 
Commission, appears below. Applications 


for authority to purchase operating rights, 
merge properties or franchises, acquire 
control, lease, or to operate temporarily 
are digested elsewhere under the caption 
“Finance Applications.” 





MC-954, Sub. 49, Mid-States Freight Lines, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill. Common carrier, trans- 
porting general commodities, with excep- 
tions, serving Ford Motor Co. plant site in 
Brownhelm Township, Lorain County, O., 
as Off-route point in connection with au- 
thorized regular-route operations between 
Chicago, Ill., and Cleveland, O. 

MC-1124, Sub. 133, Herrin Transportation 
Co., Houston, Tex. Common carrier, trans- 
porting general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Dallas, Tex., and Shreveport, 
La., over U.S. Highway 80, serving no inter- 
mediate points, as alternate route in con- 
nection with regular-route operations be- 
tween specified points in La. and Tex. 

MC-1649, Sub. 59, Railway Express Motor 
Transport, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind. Common 
carrier, transporting general commodities 
moving in express service, between Coving- 
ton, Ind., and Indiana-Illinois State line 
over U.S. Highway 136, serving all inter- 
mediate points. 

MC-1713, Sub. 2, Dorsey Owings, Simpson- 
ville, Md. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting (1) paper waste in 
mechanical bales, from Baltimore, Md., and 
Washington, D.C., to Richmond and Hope- 
well, Va., and (2) rags, from Richmond, Va., 
to Baltimore, Md. 

MC-4405, Sub. 284, ‘Dealer Transit, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting trailers, in initial move- 
ments, in truckaway service, from Selma, 
Calif., to points in the United States. 


MC-10928, Sub. 31, Southern-Plaza Express, 
Inc., Dallas, Tex. Common carrier, trans- 
porting general commodities, with excep- 
tions, serving Owentown, Tex., located near 
Tyler, Tex., as off-route point in connection 
with authorized regular-route operations to 
and from Tyler. 


MC-11910, Sub. 11, St. Louis-Nashville 
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Freight Lines, Inc., St. Louis, Mo. Common 
carrier, transporting general commodities in- 
cluding household goods as defined by’ the 
Commission and commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment, but excluding other spec 
commodities, between Evansville, Ind., and 
the Alcoa Warrick plant near Yankeetown 
Ind., over a specified route, serving no inter. 
mediate points. 

MC-20783, Sub. 33, Tompkins Motor Lines 
Inc., Nashville, Tenn. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting citrus Products 
and citrus products when combined with 
other fruits and/or vegetables or products 
of other fruits and/or vegetables, not frozen 
in refrigerated equipment, from points in 
Florida to Atlanta, Ga., and Chattanooga 
and Nashville, Tenn. 

MC-31395, Sub. 6, Truck Line, Inc., Wichita 
Kan. Contract carrier, over irregular routes 
transporting malt beverages and advertising 
matter, from Kansas City, Mo., to points jn 
Kan., Neb., Colo. and Okla., and empty con. 
tainers on return. 

MC-68909, Sub. 48, Decatur Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill. Common carrier, transporting 
general commodities, with exceptions, sery- 
ing Ford Motor Co. plant site in Brownhelm 
Township, Lorain County, O., as off-route 
point in connection with authorized regular- 
route operations between Chicago, IIl., and 
Cleveland, O. 

MC-75527, Sub. 17, Lahn Transportation, 
Bridgeton, N.J. Common carrier, over jr- 
regular routes, transporting returned glass- 
ware, from points in Conn., Del., Md., Mass., 
N.Y., Pa., R.I., Va. and D.C., to Bridgeton 
and Salem, N.J. 

MC-79695, Sub. 16, Steel Transportation 
Co., Inc. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting iron and steel articles, 
from Aurora, Ind., to points in Indiana, 
and empty containers on return. 

MC-80430, Sub. 84, Gateway Transporta- 
tion Co., LaCrosse, Wis. Common carrier, 
transporting general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, serving Ford Motor Co. plant site 
in Brownhelm Township, Lorain County, 0. 
as Off-route point in connection with au- 
thorized regular-route operations between 
Toledo and Cleveland, O. 

MC-89723, Sub. 17, Missouri Pacific Freight 
Transport Co., St. Louis, Mo. Common car- 
rier, transporting general commodities, in- 
cluding Class A and B explosives, (a) between 
Wichita, Kan., and junction of Kansas 
Highways 14 and 4, near Geneseo, Kan., over 
a specified route, and (b) between Haven 
and Hutchinson, Kan., over unnumbered 
county roads, serving all points on the line 
of the Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. be- 
tween above specified origins and destina- 
tions, with restriction. 

MC-92983, Sub. 179, Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia. Common carrier, Over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting paint and paint 
materials, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Houston, Tex., to Kansas City, Mo. 

MC-95540, Sub. 277, Watkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Thomasville, Ga. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting canned goods, 
from points in Florida to points in Illinois 
on and west of U.S. Highway 51 and on and 
north of U.S. Highway 40. 

MC-104347, Sub. 120, Leaman Transporta- 
tion Corporation, Downingtown, Pa. Com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing petroleum oil additives, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Bristol, Pa., to points in 13 
eastern and midwestern states. 

MC-106398, Sub. 70, National Trailer Con- 
voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger automo- 
biles, in initial movements, by truckaway 
service, from Guerdon Industries, Inc., plant 
site, near Lake City, Fla., and (2) house 
trailer undercarriages or component parts 
of such undercarriages, from points in 
United States to points in Florida. 

MC-107012, Sub. 22, North American Van 
Lines, Inc., Fort Wayne, Ind. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting un- 
crated pianos and musical instruments and 
parts thereof when transported in connec- 
tion therewith, from Corinth, Miss. to 
points in 13 eastern and southern states, 
and damaged or defective pianos and musical 
instruments on return. 

MC-107107, Sub. 80 (amended and further 
amended), Alterman Transport Lines, Inc., 
Miami, Fla. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting canned goods, from 
points in Florida to points in 14 midwestern 
states and Texas. 

MC-107107, Sub. 81, Alterman Transport 
Lines, Inc., Miami, Fla. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting canned 
goods, from points in Florida to points in 
N.Y., Pa., NJ., Del., Md., Va. and D.C. 

MC-107227, Sub. 41, Insured Transporters, 
Inc., San Leandro, Calif. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting used 
luggage trailers designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, in secondary move- 
ments, in truckaway service, from points in 


ozamnoesrrenrw am 


<< ae wt et ob Oe. —— a he 


—— a? 


C Wort 


Comm 

lites, in. 
d by the 
Ting spe. 
Specified 
Ind., and 
ikeetown 
no inter- 


Or Lines, 
rier, Over 
Products 
1ed with 
Products 
It frozen, 
0ints in 
‘ttanooga 


Wichita, 
ir routes, 
vertising 
Points in 
pty con. 


tage Co., 
sporting 
ns, sery- 
Ownhelm 
Off-route 
regular- 
Ill., and 


ortation, 
Over ir- 
od glass- 
is s 
ridgeton 


0rtation 
irregular 

articles, 
Indiana, 


Nsporta- 
Carrier, 
with ex- 
lant site 
unty, O. 
vith au- 
between 


- Freight 
non car- 
ties, in- 
between 

Kansas 
an., Over 
1 Haven 
um bered 
the line 
Co. be- 
destina- 


r, Inc., 
* irregu- 
d paint 
Ss, from 


. 

r Lines, 
ier, over 
i goods, 
Illinois 
on and 


nsporta- 
_ Com- 
ansport- 
in tank 
s in 13 


er Con- 
ler, over 
trailers 
Lutomo- 
ickaway 
»., plant 
) house 
t parts 
ints in 


an Van 
on car- 
ing un- 
nts and 
connec- 
iss., to 

states, 
musical 


further 
s, Inc. 
rregular 
, from 
western 


ansport 
carrier, 
canned 
ints in 


move- 
ints in 


November 10, 1956 


ariz., Calif., Nev., Ore. and Wash., to points 
in D.C. and 37 states throughout the United 


States. 

MC-107272, Sub. 12, Monkem Co., Inc., 
Joplin, Mo. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting ammonium nitrate fer- 
tilizer, fertilizer compounds (manufactured), 
dry in bags, from Spencer Chemical Co. 
plant site, near Military, Kan., to points in 
fll., Ind., O., Ky., Miss., Tenn., La. and Ala. 

MC-107515, Sub. 237, Refrigerated Transport 
Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga. Common carrier, over 
regular routes, transporting (1) frozen 
foods, and (2) citrus products, unfrozen, 
requiring refrigeration and transported in 
yehicles equipped with mechanical refrigera- 
tion, from points in Ga., Ala. and Fla., to 
points in Colorado. 

MC-110416, Sub. 7, K. W. Casady, dba 
Casady Truck Line, Grimes, Ia. Contract 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
agricultural machinery, implements and 
parts, and farm _ tractors, between Des 
Moines, Ia., and points within one mile 
thereof, and points in Missouri on and west 
of U.S. Highway 63. 

MC-112948, Sub. 3, Humberto Saenz, dba 
Saenz International Trucking Co., Browns- 
ville, Tex. Common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting general commodities, in- 
cluding those of unusual value, commodities 
in bulk excepting liquids, and commodities 
requiring special equipment, but excluding 
certain other commodities, in foreign com- 
merce Only, between port of entry on United 
States-Mexico border at or near Browns- 
ville, Tex., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Brownsville, Tex. 


MC-113533, Sub. 6, L. B. Vincent Gardella, 
dba Gardella’s Refrigerated Express, Detroit, 
Mich. Common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting frozen foods, from_ specified 
points in Michigan to points in N.Y., Md., 
Pa., Conn., R.I., Mass., Ky., Mo., Me. and Va. 


MC-113533, Sub. 9, L. B. Vincent Gardella, 
dba Gardella’s Refrigerated Express, Detroit, 
Mich. Common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting frozen foods, meats, meat prod- 
ucts, and meat by-products, from points in 
Westchester, Nassau, Bronx, Kings and 
Queens counties, N.Y., to points in Mich., 
Ind., Ill., O., Ky. and Mo. 


MC-114045, Sub. 35, R. L. Moore and James 
T. Moore, dba Trans-Cold Express, Dallas, 
Tex. Common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting meats, meat products, and 
meat by-products, from Atlanta, Ga., and 
Birmingham, Ala., to points in Texas. 

MC-114360, Sub. 3, Southern Express Co., 
Cicero, Ill. Common carrier, transporting 
general commodities, with exceptions, serv- 
ing site of Chevrolet Division, General Mo- 
tors Corporation, near Warren (Lordstown 
Township, Trumbull County), O., as off- 
route point in connection with authorized 
regular-route (leased) operations between 
specified points in Ohio and between Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Youngstown, O. 


MC-115036, Sub. 3, Van Tassel, Inc., Pitts- 
burg, Kan. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting clay and clay products, 
and fittings therefor, from Pittsburg, Kan., 
to points in Okla., Ark., N.M., Tex., Colo. 
and S.D., and returned shipments of these 
commodities on return; materials and sup- 
plies used in manufacture of clay products, 
from points in Kan., Mo., Okla., Ark., S.D., 
N.M., Tex. and Neb. to Pittsburg, Kan. 


MC-116048 (amended), Mangum Trucking 
Co., Inc., Charlotte, N.C. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting lumber, 
other than plywoods, veneers, built up woods 
and flooring, between points in North Caro- 
lina and South: Carolina, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Florida. 

MC-116164, Arrow Transportation, Des 
Moines, Ia. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting pipe, pipe arches, and 
pipe sections, plain or bituminous coated, 
corrugated metal flumes, corrugated or plain 
metal sheets curved sectional multi-plates, 
welded or wrought iron, water control head- 
gates and highway guard rails, between Des 
= wy and points in Kan., Mo., Neb. 
n .D. 


MC-116178, Ervin Davis, Kansas City, Mo. 
Common carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting damaged, disabled, or wrecked vehi- 
cles, from points in Ia., Kan., Mo., Neb. and 
Okla. to Kansas City, Mo., for repair. 


MC-116205, Robert L. Jenkins, dba Bob 
Jenkins Truck Line, Charles City, Ia. Com- 
mon carrier, Over irregular routes, transport- 
ing agricultural machinery, including trac- 
tors, between Charles City, Ia., on the one 
hand, and points in Tex., La., Ga. and Ala., 
on the other. 

MC-116219, S & S Truck Lines, Inc., Kansas 
City, Mo. Common carrier, over irregular 
Toutes, transporting cottonseed meal, cot- 
tonseed cake, cottonseed hulls, soybean 
meal, and soybean cake, from points in Ala., 
Miss., La., Tenn., Ark., Tex., N.M. and Okla., 
to points in Ill., Wis’, Mo., Ia., Minn., Kan., 


Tex., Neb., N.D. and S.D. and specified points 
in Colo., Wyo., Mont. and Okla. 

MC-116217, E. J. Weis, Jr., dba Grainbelt 
Distributing Co., Cedar Rapids, Ia. Com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing malt beverages and empty malt beverage 
containers, between Cedar Rapids, Ia. and 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., Chicago, 
Ill., Milwaukee, Wis., and Omaha, Neb. 

MC-116243, Dan Myers, dba Dan Myers 
Motor, St. Joseph, Mo. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting wrecked and 
disabled motor vehicles and trailers, between 
points in Mo., Kan., Neb., Ia. and Ill. 

MC-116261, Wiedner Distributing Co. of 
Wisconsin, Oshkosh, Wis. Contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting paper 
napkins, facial and toilet tissue, and sani- 
tary pads, from Neenah, Wis., to Cedar 
Rapids, Ia. 

MC-52947, Sub. 24 (corrected), Pinson 
Transfer Co., Inc., Huntington, W.Va. Com- 
mon carrier, transporting general commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Huntington. 
W.Va., and Cincinnati, O., over U.S. High- 
way 52, as an alternate route. 

MC-38791, Sub. 19, Tuohy Trucking Cor- 
poration, Carlstadt, N.J. Contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting such mer- 
chandise as is dealt in by wholesale, retail 
and chain grocery and food business houses, 
between New York, N.Y., and points in 
Burlington and Ocean counties, N.J., limited 
to transportation for and on behalf of The 
Grand Union Co., and empty containers on 
return. (Handling without oral hearing re- 
quested.) 

MC-52746, Sub. 48, Knaus Truck Lines, 
Inc., Kansas City, Mo. Common carrier, 
transporting general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Kansas City and Wichita, 
Kan., over a specified route, serving inter- 
mediate points of Topeka and Emporia, 
Kan. (Handling without oral hearing re- 
quested.) 

MC-115217, Sub. 1, Anthony DeGrosa, dba 
DeGrosa Trucking Co., Moonachie, N.J. Con- 
tract carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting (1) rubber articles, from Middle- 
town, N.Y., to New York, N.Y., specified 
points in Pennsylvania, and points in speci- 
fied counties in New Jersey, and (2) com- 
modities used in manufacture of rubber 
articles, from above-specified destination 
points to Middletown, N.Y., with restriction. 
(Handling without oral hearing requested.) 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Finance 18781, New York Central R.R. Co. 
Abandonment. Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, et al. ask reconsideration by en- 
tire Commission, suspension or vacation of 
effective date of certificate and order, and 
oral argument. 





* * 


MC-7746, Sub. 70, United Truck Lines, Inc., 
Extension—Alternate Routes. Applicant asks 
reconsideration of order of Apr. 6, or in al- 
ternative, reopening for further hearing, and 
waiver of Rule 101(c). 


MC-107295, Sub. 44, Pre-Fab Transit Co., 
Extension—Storage Tanks. Daniel Hamm 
Drayage Co., et al. ask reconsideration. 

~ OK 


I. & S. 6666, Freight Forwarder Exception 
Ratings. National Carloading Corp. moves 
vacation of suspension order of Oct. 4 

* * os 


I. & S. M-7730, Facing or Flooring Tile— 
Malone Freight Lines, Inc. Armstrong Cork 
Co. asks reconsideration by entire Commis- 
sion. 

* ok * 

Finance 9918, Missouri Pacific R.R. Co. 
Reorganization. Harry Kirshbaum asks re- 
consideration of order of Oct. 9, denying 
petitioner’s request for leave to file late a 
petition for reconsideration of division 4’s 
report and order of July. 31. 

Bd co 


MC-9895, Sub. 83, R. B. “Dick’’ Wilson, 
Inc., Extension—Petroleum. Collett Tank 
Lines asks reconsideration. 

* * 


MC-112205, Sub. 3, Leo G. Best, Extension— 
Barber, N.J. Roy Stone Transfer Corpora- 
tion asks reopening and reconsideration by 
entire Commission. em 

No. 31013, Western Peat Co., Limited v. 
I. C. et al. Official Territory defendants 
move vacation of order of June 4 directing 
modified procedure and further oral hearing 
in lieu thereof. 

* * of 

No. 31659, Wolverine Shoe and Tanning 

Corp. v. A. T. & S. F. et al. Complainants 


ask reconsideration. 
* * * 


MC-30887, Sub. 59, Shipley Transfer, Inc. 
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Applicant and International Latex Corp. ask 
further hearing, solely with respect to origin 
points of Akron, O. and Louisville, Ky. 

+ + * 


MC-88161, Sub. 46, Inland Petroleum 
Transportation Co., Inc., Extension—Sul- 
phuric Acid. Applicant asks Commission to 
take official note of certain matters and to 
waive time limitation established by Rule 
101 (e) of General Rules of Practice. 

* az 


MC-114955, Sub. 1, Wilson Cartage Co. 
Applicant asks leave to restrictively amend 
application and further hearing. 

~*~ ~ x 


MC-C-1825, Stanley Home Products, Inc. v. 
Interstate Motor Freight System. Com- 


plainant moves to permit filing of petition 
for reconsideration. 
* 


* - 

I. & S. M-8139, Plastic Tile—From and To 
Southern Points. Armstrong Cork Co. asks 
reconsideration by entire Commission. 

* * . 


MC-F-6412, Great Southern Trucking Co— 
Control and Merger—Goldston Motor Express, 
Inc. Applicant asks reconsideration of de- 
nial of temporary authority. 

* * ~ 


No. 29344, W. H. Mason Lumber Co. vy. 
A.C.L., et al. Complainant asks leave to file 
a petition for further hearing. 

” © ” 


Finance 18781, New York Central R.R. Co. 
Ferry Abandonment. Railway Labor Execu- 
tives’ Assn. asks further hearing and recon- 
sideration. 

~ * * 

I. & S. 6495, Routing—Cancellation—Phos- 

phate Rock—SAL-ACL. Respondent asks re- 


opening, reconsideration and oral hearing. 
~ = * 


MC-99629, Sub. 1, Shulman, Ine. Applicant 
asks reconsideration of order of Oct. 12. 
* * * 


MC-115491, Commercial Carrier Corp., Com- 
mon Carrier Application. Carl Subler Truck- 
ing, Inc., and Wilson Bros. Truck Line, Inc. 
ask reconsideration. 


* * * 


I. & S. M-7730, Facing or Flooring Tile— 
Malone Freight Lines, Inc. Respondent asks 
reconsideration. reopening, rehearing or 


further hearing, or, modification and/or 
vacation. 
* * * 


I. & S. M-8994, Animal Feed—Nashville, 
Tenn. to Louisville, Ky. Johnson Freight 
Lines, Inc. asks reconsideration of suspen- 
sion order of Oct. 2 suspending proposed 
reduced rates on animal and poultry feed. 

: * x 


MC-FC-59022, Bestway Van Lines—Pur- 
chase (Portion)—Jarmon Van Lines. Sham- 
rock Van Lines, Inc. and Jarmon Van Lines 
ask reconsideration and vacation of order of 
Sept. 27, and dismissal of Jarmon Van Lines 
as party applicant. 


C. omyalaints 


No. 32048, Sub. 1, Independent Liquor 
Dealers Co., Shreveport, La. v. Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co. et al. 


Alleges rates on 11 carload shipments 
of alcoholic liquors from Cliffside, Ky., 
to Shreveport, La., in violation of section 
6. Asks reparation of $900. (Allan E. 
Parker, 5910 Carew, Bellaire, Tex.) 


* * * 


No. 32059, Great Lakes Ship Owners As- 
sociation, Washington, D.C. v. Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown Railroad Co. 
et al. 


Alleges rates maintained by defendants 
on scrap iron or steel, from Detroit, 
Mich., Chicago, Ill. and Milwaukee, to 
Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, in violation 
of sections 1, 3 and 15. Asks cease and 
desist order and rates. (John H. Eisen- 
hart, Jr., 1025 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., 
Washington 6, D.C.) 


* * * 


No. 32062, Minnesota Mining and Manu- 
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facturing Co., St. Paul, Minn. v. Ann 
Arbor Railroad Co. et al. 

Alleges rates on roofing granules from 
Wausau, Wis., to Erie, Pa., Niagara Falls 
and North Tonawanda, N.Y., from June 
12, 1947, to March 4, 1955, in violation of 
sections 1 and 3. Asks reparation of 
$115,862.03. Modified procedure ordered. 
(F. L. O’Neill, General Traffic Manager.) 

% * He 
No, 32065, Thomson Phosphate Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill. v. Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. et al. 

Alleges rates on numerous carload 
shipments of ground phosphate rock, 
from Prairie, Fla., to destinations in Illi- 
nois from April 10, 1945, to December 31, 
1950, in violation of section 1. Asks 
reparation of $8,000. Modified procedure 
ordered. (Abner Pollack, 1126 West- 
chester Avenue, New York 59, N.Y.) 

* * * 


No. 32066, Buckeye Sugars, Inc., Ottawa, 
O. v. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. 
et al. 

Alleges rates on sugar beets from ori- 
gins in Michigan to Ottawa, O., in 
violation of section 3. Asks cease and 
desist order and rates. Modified proce- 
dure ordered. 


MC-C-1989, Quantity Shipments Within 
East. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, into and 
concerning the rates on quantity ship- 
ments as set forth in Rule 25 in tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 4 of National Trucking 
and Storage Co., Inc. 


+ %* * 
MC-C-2047, Tompkins Motor Lines, Inc., 
Nashville, Tenn. v. Refrigerated 


Transport Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 

Alleges that defendants began trans- 
porting in August, 1956, meats and pack- 
ing house products, originating at Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to various points in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, and 
Alabama, in violation of section 206 of 
Part II. Asks cease and desist order. 
(James C. Evans, 710 Third National 
Bank Building, Nashville, Tenn.) 


* * * 


MC-C-2051, Cigarettes and Tobacco— 
Craig Trucking, Inc. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 2, acting as an appellate 
division, into rates and charges applica- 
ble on cigars, cigarettes or manufactured 
tobacco, from Louisville, Ky., to St. Louis, 
as set forth in supplement No. 25 to 
MF-I.C.C. No. 824 of the Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau and on thirteenth 
revised page 39 of MF-I.C.C. No. 8 of the 
Craig Trucking, Inc. 





Proposed Reports 





Approval of Control by Stockholder 
Applicant Proposed in N.A. Van Lines Case 


Examiner Also Recommends That 1.C.C. Authorize, With Conditions, 
Pooling by Certain Carriers of Traffic, Service, and Gross or Net 
Earnings With Respect to Transportation of Household Goods. 


Examiner Irving J. Raley, by a rec- 
ommended report in MC-F-6065, 
Morrill Akens, et al.—Control—North 
American Van Lines, Inc., and an 
embraced case, has proposed that 
the Commission approve and author- 
ize, with conditions, the acquisition 
of control of North American 
Van Lines, Inc., of Fort Wayne, Ind., 
through ownership of capital stock, 
by certain applicants jointly with 
each other and those existing stock- 
holders lawfully participating in 
joint control of North American 
under authority granted in North 
American Van Lines, Inc., Investiga- 
tion of Control, 60 M.C.C. 701. 

In the embraced case, MC-F-6066, 
North American Van Lines, Inc., et al.— 
Pooling, the examiner recommended that 
the Commission approve and authorize, 
with conditions, a pooling of traffic, 
service, and gross or net earnings with 
respect to the transportation of house- 


hold goods by certain motor common 
carriers. 


Dismissal as to certain applicants in 
each proceeding was recommended. 


The examiner said he was aware of 


the difficulties of obtaining information 
from the numerous carriers functioning 
in the North American system, many of 
whom were small and kept imperfect 
and inadequate records. He added, how- 
ever, that the statute contained no pro- 
vision for exempting from its require- 
ments those pooling plans as to which, 
because of the number of carriers con- 
cerned, or because of their size, it might 
be difficult to assemble evidence neces- 
sary to support the required findings. 


He said that information in the record 
did not support approval of new terms 
and conditions of the pooling plan. He 
added that, accordingly, the approval 
recommended would be conditioned on 
cancellation of all such terms and con- 
ditions to the extent that they were 
different from those approved in North 
American Van Lines, Inc.—Investigation 
of Control, 60 M.C.C. 701, and embraced 
cases, referred to collectively as the “prior 
case.” He said that for reasons stated 
in that case, the terms therein approved 
would be recommended for approval as 
to MC-F-6066. 

“The recommended findings of the 
examiner, similar to the findings in the 
prior case,” the examiner said, “will be 
conditioned to require that upon ter- 
mination of any carrier agent’s partici- 
pation in the pooling arrangements 
authorized herein, the Commission shall 






TRAFFIC Wort @ Nov 
immediately be notified in writing og§ the 
such termination.” in c 

A notice said that any exceptions to ratic 
the examiner’s report would be dye ®0Y 
within 30 days from November 6. con! 

Examiner Raley said that in Mo-p.§ the 
6065, by a joint application filed August § ©” 
29, 1955, as amended, Morrill Akens, do. § the 
ing business as Akens Moving and Stor- § Whi 
age, of Mossic, Pa., and 29 other appli- § #in 
cants, sought authority to acquire contro) a t 
and participate in the management oj § 4 
North American, through stock owner. K 
ship, jointly with those stockholders pre. § 4™ 
viously authorized to acquire contro] of § 4 
North American in the prior case. effe 

In MC-F-6066, he said, by joint ap. } 
plication also filed August 29, 1955, a; — 
amended, North American and 204 car. | %! 
riers named in an appendix to the re. apr 
port sought authority to enter into con. § & 
tracts or arrangements for the pooling § “° 
or division of traffic, or of service, or § * 
of gross or net earnings, or of any por- uni 
tion thereof, among themselves, and with tin 
those carriers authorized to participate = 
in the pooling arrangements authorized dit 
in the prior case respecting shipments rls 
of household goods in interstate or for- y+ 
eign commerce. He said that all carrier : 
applicants in MC-F-6065 were also ap- 4 
plicants in MC-F-6066. to 

“The authority sought in each appli- Ar 
cation,” the examiner continued, “pur- " 
portedly is under the same terms and gs 
conditions as those approved by the 
Commission in the prior case. A hear- a 


ing on the applications was held on a 
consolidated record at which no one 
appeared in opposition. Most of the 
record made in the prior case, portions 
of the evidence adduced in the proceed- 
ings in Lease and Interchange of Vehi- 
cles by Motor Carriers, 51 M.C.C. 461, 
and 52 M.C.C. 675, herein called the 
lease case, and the annual reports to the 
Commission of North American for cer- 
tain years, were incorporated in the 
instant record by stipulation. By order 
of June 18, 1956, the Commission post- 
poned indefinitely the taking effect of 
the rules in the lease case as to all 
household goods carriers. 

“As indicated in appendix C, certain 
applicants request dismissal of the appli- 
cations either in MC-F-6065 or MC-F- 
6066, or both, on various grounds. Dis- 
missal of the control application as to 
Cardwell Truck Service, Inc., the succes- 






actively manages and _ supervises its 
operations. On December 27, 1952, Litch 
acquired from North American 50 shares 
of the latter’s capital stock, which shares, 
the record herein shows, are still owned 
by him. The application filed in the 
transfer proceeding, among other things, 
stated that neither the transferred nor 


sor in interest to H. L. Cardwell, is ; 
warranted. The successor corporation pe 
holds no stock in North American and 
while stock in the latter is held by H. L. 
Cardwell, he holds no stock in the suc- 
cessor corporation and is not otherwise , 
in any way affiliated with it. 

“The period during which Elmer D. 
Litch was a carrier pooling agent of Pp 
North American is not of record. How- . 
ever, pursuant to authority granted on 
January 17, 1956, in MC-FC-58792, under P 
section 212(b) and the transfer rules, r 
his operating rights were transferred to 
Elmer D. Litch, Inc., which was organized ; 
in Massachusetts for the purpose of 
acquiring his rights and motor carriet s 
property. For the assets transferred, 
Litch received 65 shares of the 100 shares 
of common capital stock of the corpora- 
tion. He also, is its principal officer and 

( 
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the real party in interest (Litch) was 
in control of or affiliated with a corpo- 
ration or other organization engaged in 
any form of transportation or activity 
connected with transportation. As seen, 
the evidence presented here shows the 
contrary to be true. In the opinion of 
the examiner, the transaction under 
which the corporation acquired its oper- 
ating rights, under control of Litch, was 
g transaction requiring prior approval 
under section 5. 

“In addition, it is the practice of North 
American to execute a new agency con- 
tract in instances where the carrier agent 
effects a change in legal entity and such 
an agency contract was executed with 
this corporation, the exact date not being 
of record. North American states that 
approval of the pooling arrangement in 
effect with the corporation will be made 
the subject of a future application under 
section 5(1), but in the meantime the 
unauthorized pooling arrangement is con- 
tinuing with the corporation. The rec- 
ommended findings herein will be con- 
ditioned to require that the pooling 
arrangement with this corporation, 
among other carriers, be terminated. 
As to Litch individually, the applications 
in Nos. MC-F-6065 and MC-F-6066 will 
be dismissed, and Litch will be expected 
to divest himself of his stock in North 
American or of his control of the cor- 
porate carrier. 

“The pooling application should be dis- 
missed as to Dull’s Transfer Co., as re- 
quested by applicants, which is no longer 
a carrier. Applicants also request dis- 
missal of the application of R. J. Sims, 
doing business as Sims Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., for pooling authority, because, in 
their opinion, he may not be a party 
to a pooling arrangement under section 
5(1), so long as his operations in inter- 
state or foreign commerce are conducted 
by virtue of the partial exemption of the 
second proviso of section 206(a). The 
application will be dismissed as to Sims, 
as requested, although in the opinion of 
the examiner, there is nothing in the 
law to prevent his participation in a 
pooling arrangement as a carrier subject 
to the act, if approved by the Commis- 
sion under section 5(1), in the absence 
of a finding that he is under common 
control with -a carrier operating in 
another state. Under the view in the 
prior case, a carrier agent, not a stock- 
holder of North American, is not con- 
trolled or managed in a common interest 
with North American or any of its carrier 
agents within the meaning of section 5. 
In view of the dismissal, which is the 
pooling arrangement with Sims should 
be discontinued immediately: 

“The pooling applicants named in Ap- 
pendix C(5) through (16), have can- 
celed their agency agreements with 
North American and no longer partici- 
pate in the pooling arrangement. The 
remaining 13 pooling applicants listed 
in Appendix C under (17) through (29), 
also are no longer agents because they 
have changed the legal entity there 
shown to a new legal entity, which has 
continued as a carrier agent under the 
form of contracts later described. These 
13 new entities are named in Appendix 
D, which lists a total of 40 carrier-agents 
how participating in a pooling arrange- 
ment with North American, for which 
no authority was granted in the prior 
case and none is sought in the instant 
pooling application. 

“With respect to R. Thomas McGregor, 
doing business as Shamrock Transfer, 
operating authority is outstanding in 


the names of R. Thomas McGregor, 
John C. Casey, and Elsie H. Field, doing 
business as Shamrock Transfer, and 
the parties herein have been so advised. 
The records of the Commission also 
show that operating rights are outstand- 
ing in the names of two other appli- 
cants, Homeyer & Engelhard Moving 
& Storage Co., and Lesie E. Derby- 
shire, Sr., doing business as Gee and 
Derbyshire. No information has. been 
furnished concerning the new entities 
referred to by applicants. No applica- 
tions for transfer of the operating rights 
of these three applicants have been filed, 
and it appears that any operations being 
conducted by the successors in interest 
under applicant’s rights are without au- 
thority. The pooling aplication should be 
dismissed as to all applicants in ap- 
pendix C.” 


Authority Granted in Prior Case 


Examiner Raley observed that au- 
thority was granted in the prior case for 
the acquisition of joint control of North 
American by 62 of its carrier agents 
or persons in control of carrier agents 
who also held stock in North American, 
and for a pooling arrangement between 
North American, on the one hand, and 
approximately 194 carriers agents on the 
other. Subsequently, certain of these 
agents, because they ceased to be car- 
riers, discontinued their participation 
in the pooling arrangement. 

“Certain of those which had been au- 
thorized to acquire joint control of North 
American, also ceased to be carrier 
agents, thus changing the carriers and 
affiliates of carriers participating in the 
joint control of North American, pur- 
suant to the authority granted in the 
prior case. With respect to the termina- 
tion of the pooling arrangement as to 
any participating carrier agent, the prior 
case required that notice of withdrawal 
from the arrangement should be sub- 
mitted to the Commission by the par- 
ties.” 


Ask to Participate in Control 


After reciting briefly the history of 
North American, Examiner Raley said 
that applicants in MC-F-6065 also were 
carrier agents or persons in control of 
carrier agents of North American. He 
said they sought authority to participate 
jointly in the control and management 
of North American on the basis of the 
findings made in the prior case that 
joint control of North American was 
exercised only by those carrier agents 
which held stock in North American, 
and the stockholder persons who con- 
trolled carrier agents. He added: 

“Five other carriers, Ray The Mover, 
Albert L. Evans, doing business as Evans 
Delivery Co., Mildred I. Fullerton, 
(Carole Mills, Executrix), P. L. Bogovich, 
doing business as Pete’s Transfer & Stor- 
age, and Frank Williams, doing business 
as Frank Williams Transfer & Storage 
(Harold Williams, administrator), hold 
stock in North American, but are not ap- 
plicants in MC-F-6065. They are among 
the carrier-agents named in appendix 
D, operating under the form of contract 
with North American to be later dis- 
cussed. They are not applicants in No. 
MC-F-6066. 

MC-F-6066 

“Of the 346 carrier agents presently 
participating in the pooling arrangement 
with North American, most of the 195 
applicants named in Appendix B were ap- 
pointed between the date of the filing 
of the application in the prior case and 
the date of the decision therein. Some of 
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the applicants herein resulted from an 
incorporation of a sole proprietorship, or 
of other change in ownership of the oper- 
ating rights of carrier agents authorized 
in the prior case to participate in the 
pooling arrangement.” 

Examiner Raley then gave examples of 
those changes, and said that, except in 
three cases, operating rights of the ap- 
plicants in appendix B were contained 
in certificates issued by the Commission. 


Examiner Raley then discussed at 
length the circumstances and finding of 
the prior case and said that the applica- 
tion in MC-F-6066 sought approval for 
additional carriers to enter into sub- 
stantially the same arrangements with 
respect to the division of traffic and serv- 
ices, but under substantially different 
terms with respect to the division of net 
or gross earnings. He discussed these 
differences and then described the func- 
tioning of the North American system. 
This was followed by his “discussion and 
conclusions.” 


The examiner’s discussion was con- 
cluded as follows: 


“In the prior case, the report discusses 
the necessity for, and the absence from 
that record, of such information as would 
support the findings required to be made 
under section 5(1) that the terms and 
conditions of the pooling arrangement 
are just and reasonable. The Commis- 
sion there approved the pooling plan, 
notwithstanding the unsatisfactory na- 
ture of the supporting evidence, prima- 
rily because of the long period that the 
arrangement had been in effect without 
any apparent dissatisfaction on the part 
of any of the participating carriers. This 
reasoning however, may not properly be 
applied to the new terms and conditions 
shown by this record. However, no cost 
data or financial statements have been 
submitted which would be of valve in 
determining whether the distribution of 
revenues is just and reasonable, includ- 
ing the distribution to those pooling car- 
rier agents which are stockholders of 
North American, but not to other pooling 
carrier agents, of its net income in the 
form of dividends. 


“Bearing upon this question also are 
the changed circumstances, which pro- 
vided the basis for the findings in the 
prior case that competition between 
North American and its agents was 
negligible because North American did 
not set up a competitive sales office in 
any city in which a carrier agent was 
located, and that the shipments booked 
by carrier agents on behalf of North 
American were an important source of 
traffic to the latter, a breakdown of its 
1950 gross revenues of $7,252,988 being 
made up of $3,209,596, derived from ship- 
ments booked by carrier agents, $2,384,639, 
from shipments booked by non-carrier 
agents, and $830,331, from all other 
sources. 


“Developments since 1950, shown by 
this record, indicate that North Amer- 
ican is expanding markedly its own op- 
erations as a household goods carrier 
independently of any participation by 
its carrier agents, whose bookings now 
make up considerably less than fifty per- 
cent of its gross revenues, and whose 
vehicles are now used only in times 
of emergency. Of North American’s 1955 
gross revenues in the amount of $22,732,- 
955, it paid to all carrier agents an aggre- 
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gate of $5,135,167 (22.5 percent), for all 
services performed by the agents, includ- 
ing bookings, accessorial services, and 
hauling. The percentage of its gross 
revenues for 1955 derived from shipments 
booked by carrier agents would not ex- 
ceed 27 percent. 

“The examiner is aware of the diffi- 
culties of obtaining information from 
the numerous carriers functioning in the 
North American System, many of whom 
are small and keep imperfect and in- 
adequate records. However, the statute 
contains no provision for exempting from 
its requirements those pooling plans as 
to which, because of the number of car- 
riers concerned, or their size, it may be 
difficult to assemble evidence necessary 
to support the required findings. As 
stated, information in this record does 
not support approval of the new terms 
and conditions of the pooling plan. 

“Accordingly, approval herein recom- 
mended will be conditioned upon can- 
celation of all such terms and conditions 
to the extent they are different from 
those approved in the prior case. 

“For reasons stated in the prior case, 
the terms therein approved will be ap- 
proved here as.to No. MC-F-6066. 

“The recommended findings of the ex- 
aminer, similar to the findings in the 
prior case, will be conditioned to require 
that upon termination of any carrier 
agent’s participation in the pooling ar- 
rangements authorized herein, the Com- 
mission shall immediately be notified in 
writing of such termination. 


Conclusions 
The examiner finds: 


“In MC-F-6054, (1) that the acquisi- 
tion of control of North American Van 
Lines, Inc., by the applicants listed in 
Appendix A, except Cardwell Truck 
Service, Inc., and Elmer D. Litch, through 
ownership of capital stock jointly with 
each other and those existing stock- 
holders lawfully participating in the 
joint control of North American Van 
Lines, Inc., under the authority granted 
in North American Van Lines, Inc.—In- 
vestigation Of Control, 60 M.C.C. 701, 
upon the terms and conditions above set 
forth, which terms and conditions are 
found to be just and reasonable, is a 
transaction within the scope of section 
5(2)(a), and will be consistent with the 
public interest; provided, however, that 
the manner in which the amounts repre- 
senting the purchase price of the capi- 
tal stock of North American Van Lines, 
Inc., is recorded in their ‘Investments 
and Advances-Affiliated Companies’ ac- 
counts by the participating carriers 
shall be determined upon submission 
of statements showing all expenditures 
and the accounting recording the trans- 
action, as required by the order herein 
recommended; and (2) that the appli- 
cation of Sardwell Truck Service, Inc., 
and Elmer D. Litch should be dismissed. 


“In MC-F-6066, (1) that the appli- 
cation should be dismissed as to those 
listed in Appendix C(2) through (29) 
inclusive, and Elmer Jekel, doing busi- 
ness as Jekel Moving & Storage Com- 
pany, James W. Sirks, doing business 
as White Star Truck Line, and Herm 
Nieboor, doing business as Nieboor 
Trucking Service; (b) that as to the 
common carriers subject to part II of 
the act listed in Appendix B, except 
those specified in (1) above, the con- 





tracts, agreements, and arrangements 
presented in the application, as herein 
modified, for the pooling of traffic, 
service, and gross or net earnings, or a 
portion thereof, respecting the trans- 
portation of household goods in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, will be in 
interest of better service to the public 
and of economy in operations, and will 
not unduly restrain competition; that 
said pooling plan has been assented to by 
all the carriers involved; that the terms 
and conditions of said contract, agree- 
ments, and arrangements, and the con- 
sideration between the carriers, as here- 
in modified, will be just and reasonable 
in the premises, and that the applica- 
tion should be approved; provided, how- 
ever, that all provisions for division of 
revenues in said contracts, agreements, 
and arrangements, to the extent they 
differ from those approved in North 
American Van Lines, Inc.—Investiga- 
tion of Control, 60 M.C.C. 701, shall be 
canceled, and those therein approved 
reinstated within 30 days from the effec- 
tive date of the order herein recom- 
mended, and applicants shall immediately 
advise the Commission in writing of such 
cancellation and reinstatement; provided 
further, that all pooling arrangements 
between North American Van Lines, Inc., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
all carriers named in Appendix D shall 
be terminated within 30 days from the 
effective date of the order herein rec- 
ommended, and North American shall 
immediately notify the Commission in 
writing of such termination; and pro- 
vided, further, that, in the event any 
of the agreements, contracts, or arrange- 
ments are terminated as to any of the 
carrier agents herein authorized to par- 
ticipate in the pooling plan, notice there- 
of shall be filed herein by North Ameri- 
can within 10 days after such termina- 
tion. 

“In view of the findings herein, adop- 
tion of the attached order is recom- 
mended.” 


Appendix A 
The Appendix A referred to in the ex- 
aminer’s report showed the applicants 
in MC-F-6065 and the shares of North 
American Van Lines, Inc., held by each 
applicant as follows: 


Morrill Akens, doing business as Akens 
Moving & Storage, Moosic, Pa., 2; Louis 
Arnoff, Lakeville, Conn., 20; Edwin F. 
Banfield, doing business as Banfield’s 
Moving & Storage, Atlantic Highlands, 
N.J., 15; Cardwell Truck Service, Inc., 
Danville, Ky., 0: Central Transfer & 
Storage Co., Dallas, Ky., 50; George Co- 
penhaver, doing business as Copey’s 
Transfer, Sharon, Pa., 50; Ben Deike 
Transfer & Storage, Inc., Mankato, 
Minn., 0; Harland D. Held, Mankato, 
Minn., 21; A. W. Dunn, doing business 
as A. W. Dunn Transfer Co., Marshall, 
Tex., 93. 


Federal Storage Warehouses, doing 
business as Federal Storage, Newark, 
N.J., 2,813; C. B. McDaniel, doing busi- 
ness as Hilldrup Transfer, Fredericks- 
burg, Va., 60; Ralph Humes, doing busi- 
ness as Humes Van Lines, Mingo Junc- 
tion, O., 5; Johnston Storage Warehouse, 
Inc., Ft. Smith, Ark., 5; Edward Keller 
and Roland Keller, doing business as C. 
Keller & Sons, Allentown, Pa., 50; Carl 
Edwin Kelton, doing business as C. E. 
Kelton, White River Junction, Vt., 5; El- 
mer D. Litch, Springfield; Mass., 50; Mrs. 
Harry H. Long, Appleton, Wis., 50. 


The McKinley Storage & Transfer Co., 
Canton, O., 30; Thomas E. Mills, doing 
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business as Mills Transfer Co., Gallipolis 
O., 74; Myers Transfer & Storage Co’ 
Huntington, W.Va., 50; Harlow Andrew 
Osteboe, doing business as Ostoboe Mp. 
torway, Windom, Minn., 20; William 
Rabe, and Walter Rabe, doing business 
as Rabe Brothers, Flushing, N.Y., 49: 
Carl H. G. Salka, Meriden, Conn., 5, ' 


Silver Arrow Van Lines, Inc., Warwick 
R.I., 50; Sofia Brothers, Inc., New York 
N.Y., 15; Carmella, Sofia, New York, Ny. 
300; Pauline Sofia, New York, N.Y., 39: 
Vosburgh Co., Inc., West Haven, Conn. 
10; Westmount Moving & Warehousing 
Ltd., Westmount, Quebec, Canada, an¢ 
Philip Martin, Westmount, Montreal] 
Quebec, Canada, 88. 


Appendix B 


The Appendix B referred to in Exam. 
iner Raley’s report, which was captioned 
“Applicants in MC-F-6066,” contained 
the names of 204 carriers. 


Appendix C 


“Applicants Requesting Dismissal” was 
the caption for the Appendix C referred 
to by Examiner Raley and contained 
the following names under the cases 
referred to 

MC-F-6065: (1) Cardwell Truck Sery- 
ice, Inc. 

MC-F-6065 and MC-F-6066: (2) Elmer 
B. Litch. 

MC-F-6066: (3) Guss Dull’s Transfer 
Co., Inc.; (4) R. J. Sims, Sims Transfer 
& Storage Co.; (5) Joseph W. Healey, 
doing business as Healey Transfer Co.; 
(6) Lamon L. Kreitz, Warren C. Kreitz 
and Robert E. Kreitz, doing business as 
Morris Kreitz & Sons; (7) Charlotte 
Gardner Walton and Katherine Gard- 
ner Rogers, doing business as Murray 
Transfer & Storage Co.; (8) Grossman 


& Best, Inc.; (9) A. W. Hawkins, Inc:; 
(10) Gerald Ransdorf; (11) Vallerie’s 
Transportation Service, Inc.; (12) Sub- 
urban Van Lines, Inc.; (13) Clarence 


William Ford, Sr., James A. Ford, John 
I. Ford, Clarence W. Ford, Jr., and 
Wayne A. Ford, doing business as Ford 
Transfer & Storage Co. 

(14) Hunt Transfer Co., Inc. (Portland, 
Ore.); (15) Move-Way Vans, Inc.; (16) 
Edward C. Decker, (17) Edward James 
Broderick and Lillian Gregory, doing 
business as James Broderick Trucking 
Co.; (18) Daniel J. Callahan (Katherine 
L. Callahan, Executrix) and John C. 
Callahan, doing business as Callahan 
Brothers; (19) Gus Fredrickson and A. 
E. Fredrickson, Jr., doing business as 
Fredrickson Storage; (20) J. Marvin 
Hayes (Mrs. Anna D. Hayes, Adminis- 
tratrix) doing business as Marvin Hayes 
Lines; (21) L. C. Hall’s Truck Lines, Inc.; 
(22) Mathias G. Morissette and Raymond 
E. Morissette, doing business as M. G. 
Morissette and Sons. 

(23) Hughey L. Thompson, Robert H. 
Thompson, and Charles H. Thompson 
(O. W. Landrum, Receiver), doing busi- 
ness as Thompson’s Transfer; (24) B. L 
McKean (Belle A. McKean, Executrix) 
and R. H. Burt, doing business 2% 
McKean & Burt; (25) Roscoe Davis 
(Rahy D. Davis, Executrix), doing busi- 
ness as O. K. Transfer & Storage Co, 
of Shawnee; (26) James J. McNerney 
and Norman F. McEnarey, doing business 
as Rainbow Movers; (27) R. Thomas 
McGregor, doing business as Shamrock 
Transfer; (28) Homeyer & Engelhard 
Moving & Storage Co.; and (29) Leslie 
E. Derbyshire, Sr., doing business as Gee 
and Derbyshire. 

Appendix D referred to by Examine 
Raley in his report listed 41 carrier agents 
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shown as “carrier agents neither author- 
ied to participate in pooling arrange- 
ment with North American or applicants 
in MC-F-6066.” 


Examiner Rules Against 
Consolidator on ‘Single 


Consignment’ Charges 


Failure of a consolidating company 
to tender two cars in accordance 
with a rule which would have per- 
mitted charging for the cars as a 
single consignment at the carload 
rate and minimum has resulted in 
a recommendation by a Commission 
examiner that the carload rate ap- 
plied to the minimum for each car 
be found applicable and the charges 
collected under that rate be found 
not shown to be unjust and unrea- 
sonable. 


In a proposed report in No. 31958, 
Vendors Consolidating Co., Inc. v. Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co., Examiner 
James L. Heflin also recommended that 
the complaint be dismissed. 


He said that the two cars cited as 
representative by the complainant were 
involved in a suit filed against the com- 
plainant for undercharges in the Su- 
preme Court of New York. Trial of that 
action, the examiner said, had been post- 
poned pending a finding in the instant 
proceeding by the I.C.C. Undercharges 
totaling $7,267.22 are asked in the court 
suit, according to the examiner. 


Examiner Heflin said that the ship- 
ments used as representative were made 
on April 5 and 6, 1955, from the B. & O.’s 
West 26th Street Station, New York, N.Y., 
and moved to Cincinnati. 


When the shipments moved, he said, 
Boin’s tariffs I.C.C. Nos. A-948 and 
A-1051, issued by Trunk Line Territory 
Bureau, carried rates applicable to less- 
carload shipments from New York sta- 
tions to Cincinnati, the rates in No. A- 
1051 applying to such shipments weigh- 
ing 5,000 pounds and over, and those 
in A-948 applying to shipments weighing 
less than 5,000 pounds. 

Also, he said, there was in the B. & O. 
freight tariff I.C.C. No. 24191 an all- 
commodity carload rate of $1.30, exclusive 
of Ex Parte 175 increases, minimum 
30,000 pounds, applicable from the rail- 


road’s West 26th Street station to Cin- 
cinnati. 


Provisions of Boin Tariff 

Those rates, he said, were subject to 
Agent Boin’s tariff I.C.C. No. A-978, 
covering lighterage and terminal regu- 
lations in New York Harbor and vicin- 
ity, and providing also that the defend- 
ant’s station was “open for receipt and 
delivery of carload freight only.” That 
item further provided that handling of 
L.C.L. freight formerly shown is hereby 
canceled,” the examiner said. 


The Boin tariff A-978 also provided 
for the application of the carload rate 
on the actual weight of an entire con- 
Signment by one consignor to one con- 
Signee and one destination when the 
Weight was equal to or in excess of the 
carload minimum weight provided in the 
governing classification or tariffs govern- 
ing the traffic, regardless of the number 


of cars which might be used to load such 
consignment. 

On April 5 the complainant delivered 
at the West 26th Street station 2,126 
pound of freight consigned to Queens 
City Shippers Association, Cincinnati. 
That freight was accepted by the B. & O., 
and it loaded the freight and transported 
it to Cincinnati where the defendant 
unloaded it. On April 6 the complainant 
delivered the second shipment of 9,223 
pounds, which was loaded into another 
car and transported to Cincinnati, where 
it was unloaded by defendant. 


Shipment Described 

“Clearly complainant was aware that 
these shipments were not equal to the 
carload minimum,” said Examiner Heflin, 
after describing the shipments. 

He also observed that by a rule in 
Boin’s I.C.C. No. A-978 defendant as- 
sumed the obligation of loading and 
unloading “freight in carloads” handled 
through its West 26th Street station. 

The shipments made in the two cars 
were marked as required by Rule 6 of 
the Uniform Freight Classification I.C.C. 
No. A-1, and otherwise shipped in ac- 
cordance with the rules and regulations 
of the classification and tariffs of de- 
fendant pertaining to the transportation 
of less-carload shipments, the examiner 
said, adding: 

“Since complainant’s business is that 
of consolidating less-carload shipments 
into carloads, the shipments received 
would be marked and packed as less-car- 
load shipments.” 

After saying that the shipments were 
consigned under one bill of lading which 
showed the shipments being made a day 
apart, with the second shipment referred 
to as “part B, completes car shipped 
ahead April 5, 1955.” Examiner Heflin 
said that the bill of lading did not in- 
dicate that the separate shipments were 
tendered as separate carloads. 

He said the complainant stated that it 
assumed that the shipments constituted 
a single shipment under Rule M-10 of 
Agent Boin’s tariff I.C.C. No. A-978, and 
were subject to the “all commodity” car- 
load rate of $1.30, minimum 30,000 
pounds, as provided in defendant’s tariff 
I.C.C. No. 24191. 

“However, the defendant, in its origi- 
nal freight bill to complainant recom- 
puted the charges upon a less-than- 
carload basis which resulted in total 
charges less than if the shipments had 
been considered a _ single shipment, 
which complainant paid,” said Examiner 
Heflin. 


Additional Charges 


“Thereafter, on June 6, 1955, defend- 
ant made demand for the payment of 
$561.62 in addition to those previously 
paid. Such additional charges were 
computed upon the basis that each of 
the shipments was a carload shipment 
of mixed merchandise freight at $1.30, 
minimum 30,000 pounds. Such additional 
charges were paid by complainant to 
defendant on Nevember 10, 1955.” 


In a review of the consolidating com- 
pany’s practices, in which he said it 
frequently used two or more cars in 
shipping single consignments to Cin- 
cinnati, and cited instances under which 
separate cars were charged for as a 
single consignment, Examiner Heflin 
said: 

“The character of the freight ship- 
ped by complainant to Cincinnati is 
such that it is almost impossible to load 
the car to meet the tariff minimum of 
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30,000 pounds, and apparently is a paper 
minimum. While the transportation 
services of defendant in handling and 
transporting the shipments involved were 
no greater than the transportation 
services incurred in handling and 
transporting other shipments, the weight 
of the shipments involved herein was 
less than the minimum required by rule 
No. 10-M and complainant failed to 
tender them at the same. Tariff rules 
are explicit and clear as to such re- 
quirements.” 

Later the examiner said the shipments 
were submitted by the complainant, it 
stated, under the impression that Rule 
M-10 could be applied. He added: 

“This admits this was not correct 
because the weight did not equal and 
the cars were released on different days. 
In fact, nearly half of the cases under 
suit three days elapsed. 


Defendant’s Contentions 


“Defendant takes the position since, 
in all cases, the shipper released these 
individual cars as parts of a carload 
shipment for direct movement to Cin- 
cinnati regardless of the. weight loaded 
in each car, the carload rates must be 
charged on the basis of the cars ac- 
tually released within one calendar day. 
Rule 15 of the Uniform Freight Classi- 
fication permits the assessment of less- 
than-carload charges when cheaper than 
the carload rate subject to carload mini- 
mum weight only when the cars are fully 
loaded to visible or marked capacity— 
a condition that did not occur in these 
instances. 

“Therefore the defendant contends it 
had to collect freight charges on the 
basis of the all-commodity rate at min- 
imum weight of 30,000 pounds, and its 
mixing rule as published under the pro- 
visions of Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
I.C.C, 24191, the tariff in effect at the 
time these shipments moved. 

“The complainant admits the ship- 
ments herein were below the minimum 
carload weight and were tendered on 
different days. The complainant’s busi- 
ness is consolidating less-than-carload 
shipments into carload Jots. Its frequent 
shipments as shown herein, and the 
nature of the business indicate a 
thorough knowledge of tariffs. The col- 
lection of charges on the basis of less- 
than-carload rates was without tariff 
authority. If complainant wished these 
shipments to move under less-than- 
carload rates it should have tendered 
them as such to an appropriate station, 
on the other hand, if it had wished to 
take advantage of tariff rule No. M-10 
it should have complied with the rules 
governing shipments so tendered. Ship- 
pers are bound to pay and carriers to 
charge the rates lawfully on file with 
the Commission. In view of the fore- 
going, the Commission should find the 
rate charged by defendant was applicable 
and further the charges collected have 
not been shown to be unjust and un- 
reasonable. The complaint should be 
dismissed.” 


Tentative Rulings Issued 


In Motor Finance Cases 


The Commission has made _ public 
recommended reports of its examiners 
in several proceedings involving appli- 
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cations for authority to purchase, and 
acquire control of, operating rights and 
property of motor carriers. 

Examiner Willard Goheen, by a 
recommended report in MC-F-6354, 
Suburban Motor Freight, Inc.—Control 
—The Liberty Highway Co., has pro- 
posed that the Commission approve and 
authorize, subject to conditions, acquisi- 
tion by Suburban Motor Freight, Inc., 
of Columbus, O., of control of the Liberty 
Highway Co., of Toledo, O., through pur- 
chase of capital stock and in turn by 
James R. Riley, also of Columbus, 
through such acquisition by Suburban 
Motor Freight, Inc. 

By a recommended report in MC-F- 
6238, Burlington Truck Lines, Inc.— 
Purchase—Tom Coffey, Examiner Joseph 
M. Zurlo has proposed that the Com- 
mission approve and authorize, subject 
to conditions, purchase by Burlington 
Truck Lines, Inc., of Chicago, Il., of the 
operating rights of Tom Coffey, doing 
business as Coffey’s Transfer, of Alma, 
Neb. 

Examiner Thomas J. Patrick, by a 
recommended report in MC-F-6223, Su- 
perior Trucking Co., Inc.—Purchase (Por- 
tion)—J. Bonnie Moore, has proposed 
that the Commission approve and au- 
thorize, subject to conditions, purchase 
by Superior Trucking Co., Inc., of At- 
lanta, Ga., of certain operating rights of 
J. Bonnie Moore, doing business as J. B. 
“Bonnie” Moore Trucking Co., of Bos- 
sier City, La., and acquisition by R. Q. 
Black, also of Atlanta, of control of the 
operating rights through the purchase. 

By a recommended report in MC-F- 
6212, Gordy Freight Lines, Inc.—Pur- 
chase—Carl Trim, Examiner Robert H. 
Murphy has proposed that the Commis- 
sion deny the application of Gordy 
Freight. Lines, Inc., of Chicago, Ill., for 
authority to purchase the operating 
rights of Carl Timm, doing business as 
Timm Transit, of Janesville, Wis., and 
of M. J. Conroy and J. F. LeMere for 
authority to acquire control of the oper- 
ating rights through the purchase. 


Examiner Hobart C. Clough, by a rec- 
ommended report in MC-F-6200, T. S. 
Colburn—Purchase—L. A. Morris, has 
recommended that the Commission ap- 
prove and authorize, subject to condition, 
purchase by T.S. Colburn, doing business 
as Colburn Bros., of Houston, Tex., of 
certain operating rights of L. A. Norris, 
doing business as L. A. Norris Truck 
Line, also of Houston. 

Examiner John P. Dee, by a recom- 
mended report in MC-F-6282, Alabama 
Tank Lines, Inc.—Control and Merger 
‘—Robins Transfer Co., Inc., has pro- 
posed that the Commission approve 
and authorize, with condition, acquisi- 
tion by Alabama Tank Lines, Inc., of 
Birmingham, Ala., of control of Robins 
Transfer Co., Inc., also of Birmingham, 
through purchase of its capital stock; 
merger of the operating rights and 
property of Robins Transfer, Inc., into 
Alabama Tank Lines, Inc., for owner- 
ship, management and operation; and 
acquisition by John F. and Chloe N. 
Beaird of control of the operating rights 
and property through the transaction. 








Truck Line Seeking Rights 
Under Contract With A.E.C. 


Called ‘Unfit’ by Examiner 


On finding that the applicants 
were unfit properly to conduct the 
proposed operations and that they 
had failed to establish a need for the 
proposed service, an I.C.C, examiner 
has recommended denial of an ap- 
plication by Ollie Gray and Courtney 
Gray, of Paducah, Ky., partners do- 
ing business as Gray & Son Truck 
Lines, for authority to operate as a 
motor contract carrier, for the 
Atomic Energy Commission, of cer- 
tain mixtures described as “class D, 
Group III poisons.” 


The recommended report by Exami- 
ner Tobias Naftalin, in MC-115688, Sub. 
1, Ollie Gray and Courtney Gray, Ex- 
tension—Oak Ridge, Tenn., showed that 
transportation of the considered mix- 
tures in truckloads, in government trail- 
ers, On government bills of lading, be- 
tween Oak Ridge, Tenn., and Kevil, Ky., 
over irregular routes, was proposed. The 
applicant, the examiner said, presently 
operated as a motor common carrier, 
over irregular routes, of household goods 
and emigrant movables between La- 
Center, Ky., and points in Kentucky, 
Illinois and Missouri within 35 miles 
thereof, on the one hand. and, on the 
other, points in those three states and 
in Indiana, Tennessee, and Michigan. 
Intrastate authority to transport gen- 
eral commodities between Paducah and 
certain points in Kentucky also was held 
by the applicants, said the examiner. 


Joint Board Unable to Agree 


After observing that a two-man joint 
board had held a hearing on the appli- 
cation in June but had been “unable 
to agree on the matter,” the examiner 
said that the proceeding had been with- 
drawn from the joint board and had 
been referred to him “for the recom- 
mendation of an appropriate order.” 

“The principal basis for the applica- 
tion,” said Examiner Naftalin, “is that 
the applicant is the lowest bidder to the 
A.E.C. for the considered operation. The 
latter recently developed a need for the 
service for interplant movements, and 
considered it essential that the com- 
modity, which is radio-active, be moved 
expeditiously by an operator in a single- 
line movement; and sought bids for a 
contract carrier operation. . . 


“Considerable evidence was adduced 
concerning applicant’s fitness to perform 
the operation. In the main, this evidence 
is intended to establish that the appli- 
cant (1) so negligently maintained its 
equipment as to render operation there- 
of unsafe; (2) failed to comply with the 
Commission’s regulations with respect to 
reporting accidents and requiring driver’s 
logs; (3) conducted unlawful operations; 
and (4) made misrepresentations to the 
Commission in various recent applica- 
tions. . .” 


‘Contumacious’ Conduct 
In a review and discussion of evidence 
offered to support those allegations, the 
examiner said that there was “substan- 
tial evidence that because of defective 
brakes, at certain times applicant’s vehi- 
cles were not under complete control of 
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the driver”; that “throughout the recorg 
there is uncontroverted evidence of op- 
erations beyond the scope of applicant's 
contemporaneous operating authority,” 
and that “the record herein shows con- 
clusively that applicant failed to report 
certain accidents which under the Com- 
mission’s regulations should have been 
reported.” Subsequent discussion by the 
examiner included the following: 


“In the examiner’s opinion applicant's 
conduct has been contumacious, and eyij- 
dences a complete contempt of the Com- 
mission’s regulatory authority. It has 
violated the Commission’s rules and 
regulations in that it has been grossly 
negligent in maintaining and operating 
vehicles used in interstate commerce to 
the extent of endangering its drivers 
and the public, failed to report acci- 
dents, failed to require drivers to main- 
tain accurate logs, engaged in operations 
beyond the scope of its operating au- 
thority, made material misrepresenta- 
tions to the Commission to induce favor- 
able action, and has failed to disclose 
its true financial condition. 


“The commodity here sought to be 
transported is of a dangerous character 
in the carriage of which special rules 
and regulations have been prescribed in 
addition to those regulations compliance 
with which is required by all carriers of 
freight. Thus, applicant herein would be 
expected to assume a higher degree of 
responsibility for safety in transportation 
than carriers of general commodities. In 
view of its record in the past as recited 
herein, the examiner attaches no sig- 
nificance to the fact that applicant may 
now be in substantial compliance under 
recent pressures of the Commission. In 
the circumstances, the examiner finds 
that applicant is clearly unfit to perform 
the proposed service. 


Position of A.E.C. 


“The intervention of the AEC. is to 
show a need for the type of service cov- 
ered by the application, and not in be- 
half of the applicant or any of the 
other parties ... 

“... Although the A.E.C. claims that 
it awards the contract to the ‘lowest 
responsible bidder’ after its usual check 
as to capability and responsibility, and 
this does not necessarily mean the lowest 
bidder, it is evident that A.E.C. disclaims 
any responsibility to pass any time on 
the fitness of the contractor, and regards 
such determination as exclusively the 
prerogative of the I.C.C. 


“The position of the A.E.C. thus re- 
solves itself into the question whether 
a carrier can obtain operating authority 
to carry government traffic, solely by 
being the lowest bidder for the traffic in 
question when there is an authorized 
carrier’ available and willing to carry 
such traffic. This Commission has re- 
peatedly found that the mere desire of 
a shipper for the services of a particular 
carrier, or for a carrier’s service solely to 
obtain transportation at rates lower than 
otherwise available, is not sufficient 
grounds in either event to warrant the 
grant of operating authority .. .” 


Adequacy of Present Service 

The examiner said that Continental 
Tennessee Lines now had contract car- 
rier authority to provide “the service 
herein applied” and had been rendering 
such service satisfactorily for about 
three years. He indicated that Arnold 
Ligon Truck Line and Mason & Dixon 
Lines, Inc., were “able and willing” to 
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provide, and desired to provide, the 
service to meet all the operating re- 
quirements of the A.E.C. 

“Upon this record,” he said, “it has 
peen clearly shown that the present 
service is not only adequate but ample, 
and that taking into consideration the 
size and efficiency of the present opera- 
tors, they are able to provide a service 
superior to that which could be pro- 
vided by the applicant. Applicant has, 
therefore, failed to establish that there 
is any need for its proposed service.” 

One finding by the examiner, in addi- 
tion to those previously stated, was that 
“the granting of the authority sought 
would not be consistent with the public 
interest and the national transportation 
policy.” 

Exceptions, if any, to the recom- 
mended report must be filed within 30 
days from November 5. 





Rights Proposed for Four 
Of 11 Carriers Seeking to 
Serve New Chrysler Plant 


Examiner Charles H. Riegner, by a 
recommended report in MC-2858, Sub. 
16, Paul W. Snyder, Inc., Extension— 
Newark, Del., and 10 embraced pro- 
ceedings, has proposed that the Com- 
mission grant the applications of 
four motor carriers and deny the 
applications of seven others, seeking 
common carrier authority in the 
transportation of specified automo- 
tive vehicles, in initial movements, in 
truckaway service, from Newark, Del., 
to points in 17 states and the District 
of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

The embraced proceedings were listed 
as follows: 


MC-110309, Sub. 5, Clarence R. Klinger, 
dba K. V. K. Auto Transit (Lykens, Pa.), 
Extension—Same; MC-107879, Sub. 12, 
J. H. Sprecher, Inc. (Lebanon, Pa.), 
Extension—Same; MC-42769, Sub, 14, 
Leslie Reeser (York, Pa.), Extension— 
Same; MC-108735, Sub. 6, K.&C. Trans- 
port (Glen Arm, Md.), Extension—Same; 
MC-21955, Sub. 9, Lawrence E. Spaide 
‘Wilkes Barre, Pa.), Extension—Same; 
MC-115953, Associated Eastern Convoys, 
Inc. (Baltimore, Md.), Common Carrier 
Application; MC-52903, Sub. 12, Metro- 
politan Convoy Corporation (Jamaica, 
N.Y.), Extension—Same; MC-20722, Sub. 


9, M&G Convoy, Inc. (Buffalo, N.Y.); 
Extension—Same; MC-43683, Sub. 25, 
Baker Driveaway Co., Inc. (Detroit, 


Mich.), Extension—Same; and MC-82100, 
Sub. 16, Eastern Automobile Forwarding 
Co., Inc. (Buffalo, N.Y.), Extension— 
Same. 

The examiner said that by separate 
applications filed April 16 and later, 
each of the applicants sought a certifi- 
cate authorizing transportation of new 
passenger automobiles, including ambu- 
lances, hearses, and taxis, and automo- 
biles chassis, in initial movements, by 
truckaway method, from Newark, Del., 
to points in Connecticut, Delaware, Flori- 
da, Georgia, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia and the District 
of Columbia. Chrysler Corporation, the 
examiner said, supported the applica- 


tions filed by Metropolitan, M. & G., 
Baker and Eastern. 


“Chrysler is presently assembling its 
Plymouth automobiles at Detroit, Mich., 
but intends to assemble the majority of 
those cars at Newark when the plant 
there is completed early in 1957,” the 
examiner said. “It expects to assemble 
1,000 cars a day at the new plant for 
distribution to its 2,920 dealers in the 
area embraced in this application. Some 
of the cars will move to ports in Dela- 
ware for export. Shipper now uses some 
34 motor carriers for the transportation 
of all automobiles manufactured or as- 
sembled by it at Detroit. Although some 
of its Plymouth cars will continue to be 
assembled at Detroit, most of them will 
be assembled and moved from the New- 
ark plant. A great majority of the ship- 
ments will move in less-than-truckload 
quantities to various dealers, and will 
require split deliveries. Chrysler knows 
of no motor carrier authorized to trans- 
port automobiles from Newark to points 
in the destination area except to New 
York, N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa. 

“Chrysler is of the opinion that it will 
require the service of only four carriers 
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out of Newark. Although it is not oppos- 
ing the applications of seven of the 
eleven applications embraced in this ap- 
plication, it is supporting only those of 
Metropolitan, M. & G., Baker, and East- 
ern. All of the applicants herein, except 
Associated, have been serving the ship- 
per out of Detroit and their services have 
been satisfactory. Shipper, however, is of 
the opinion that the four applicants it 
supports are best suited to meet its trans- 
portation requirements out of Newark. 
The remaining applicants except Associ- 
ated will be used for the transportation 
of Dodge, .DeSoto, Chrysler, and some 
Plymouth cars from Detroit.” 


The examiner recommended that the 
Commission grant the applications as 
sought in MC-52903, Sub. 112, MC-20722, 
Sub. 9 MC-43683, Sub. 25, and MC-82100, 
Sub. 16. He proposed that the other ap- 
plications be denied. 

Any exceptions to the examiner’s re- 
port must be filed with the Commission 
within 30 days from November 6. 








Reduced Truckload Rates 
On Some Commodities to 


Texas Seen Unreasonable 


Examiner James D. Boyle has rec- 
ommended that the Commission find 
not shown to be just and reasonable, 
reduced commodity truckload rates, 
minimum weight 25,000 pounds, as 
proposed on cement, paste or adhe- 
sive from St. Louis, Mo., to points 
in Texas, and reduced truckload 
commodity rates, minimum weight 
20,000 pounds, as proposed on cocoa- 
nut and peanut oils from Chicago, 
Ill., to points in Texas. 


By his recommended report in I. and 
S. M-8502, Commodity Rates—J. L. 
Querner, Agent, a proceeding handled 
under modified procedure, the examiner 
also recommended that the Commission 
find just and reasonable, reduced com- 
modity truckload rates, minimum weight 
30,000 pounds, on conduits or pipe from 
St. Louis to points in Texas. 

Examiner Boyle proposed that the 
Commission require cancellation of the 
schedules to the extent found not shown 
to be just and reasonable, and discon- 
tinue the proceeding. 

He said that by schedules filed to be- 
come effective May 14, Agent J. L. 
Querner filed the proposed reduced rates 
and that on protest of the Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau the rates proposed 
were suspended to December 13. 


Cost of Operation Shown 

In reports to the Commission for the 
year 1955, the examiner said, Querner 
Truck Lines, Inc., one of 12 carriers 
participating in the considered traffic, 
reported a total of 3,467,357 miles trav- 
eled in intercity operation with an ex- 
pense of $1,273,270, which reflected a 
cost of operation of 36.72 cents a truck- 
mile. 

The respondent, he said, alleged that 
all the rates proposed were compensatory 
and that the rates proposed on cocoanut 
and peanut oils were higher than similar 
rates now in effect via motor truck and 


railroads. He said the protestant argued 
that the proposed rates were unduly low, 
noncompensatory, and therefore unjust 
and unreasonable. 

The examiner said the proposed rates 
on cement, paste, or adhesive produced 
truck-mile earnings slightly lower or 
slightly higher than the cost of operation 
shown, whereas the proposed rates on 
cocoanut and peanut oils produced earn- 
ings substantially below the cost of 
operation. The earnings on the pro- 
posed rates on conduits or pipe, ranged 
from 41 to 48 cents a 100 pounds and 
were substantially greater than the 36.72 
cents shown as the truck-mile cost of 
operation, the examiner said. 

According to a notice, exceptions to 
the examiner’s report are to be filed 
within 30 days from November 6. 





Anhydrous Ammonia Rights 
For Memphis Motor Carrier 


Recommended by Examiner 


Hearing Examiner Robert A. Joy- 
ner, in proposing that the Commis- 
sion authorize a Memphis, Tenn., 
motor carrier to transport anhydrous 
ammonia, has concluded that that 
commodity, when made partly by 
the use of natural gas and partly 


by the use of air, is not a petroleum 
product. 


In his recommended report issued in 
MC-113861, Sub. 9, W. H. Wooten and 
J. H. Parker, Extension—Anhydrous 
Ammonia From Memphis, Tenn., the ex- 
aminer said one of the issues was whether 
anhydrous ammonia properly was to be 
considered as a petroleum product, in 
which event the evidence showed at 
least two presently authorized motor car- 
riers held authority to provide the nec- 
essary service to a large portion of the 
territory involved in the case. 

He said that two motor carriers, Wal- 
ter M. Chambers, of New Orleans, La., 
and Wade E. Davis, of Paducah, Ky., 
held authority to transport petroleum 
products from Memphis to points in the 
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considered destination territory. On the 
basis of his aforementioned conclusion 
that anhydrous ammonia, made by use 
of natural gas and air, was not a pe- 
troleum product, these carriers, he said, 
did not possess authority to provide the 
desired service in the transportation of 
anhydrous ammonia. 

Examiner Joyner also concluded that 
there was presently no permanently au- 
thorized motor carrier service available 
to the shipper involved in the case for 
the performance of the described service. 


Authority Recommended 


He recommended that the Commission 
issue a certificate to W. H. Wooten 
and J. H. Parker, a partnership doing 
business as W. H. Wooten Transports, 
of Memphis, for common carrier truck 
transportation of anhydrous ammonia, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, over irregular 
routes, from President’s Island, situated 
in the Mississippi River within the 
municipal limits of Memphis, to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Kentucky, Mis- 
Sissippi, and Missouri. 

The Wooten firm’s application, he said, 
was opposed by the aforementioned 
Walter M. Chambers and Wade E. 
Davis, also by Class I railroads in South- 
west Territory, the Illinois Central Rail- 
road, and the St. Louis-San Francisco 
Railway Co. 

A notice said that any exceptions to 
the examiner’s report would be due 
within 30 days from November 6. 





Water Competitive Acid Rate 
Of Rails Viewed Favorably 


Examiner W. W. Peck, by a proposed 
repert in fourth section application No. 
31613, Sulphuric Acid—Nitro, W.Va., to 
Jeffersonville, Ind., has recommended 
that the Commission grant railroad ap- 
plicants authority to establish and main- 
tain a rate of 424 cents a ton of 2,000 
pounds on sulphuric acid in tank car 
loads, from Nitro, W.Va., to Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., without observing the long- 
and-short-haul provision of section 4 of 
the interstate commerce act, for the 
purpose of meeting water carrier com- 
petition. 

The application, filed by the New York 
Central, Baltimore & Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania railroads, made the rate subject to 
Rule 35 of uniform classification No. 
3, I.C.C. No. A-3, but not less than 100,- 
000 pounds, the examiner said. 

Examiner Peck said the rate was pub- 
lished to become effective February 25, 
and was protested by the Waterways 
Freight Bureau. Suspension was denied 
and temporary fourth section relief was 
granted by fourth section order No. 
18270, he said. Three barge lines Opposed 
the application. 

Examiner Peck said that the normal 
rate was 1,012 cents, and that the pro- 
posed rate was 400 cents and when in- 
creased by Ex Parte No. 196 it became 
424 cents. 

“Protestants take the position that 
applicants have not made out a special 
case principally because the alleged water 
competition is merely potential and is 
not actually in existence,” Examiner 
Peck said. “They recognize that the 
Commission in a number of reports has 
found that water competition is actual 


and not merely potential in spite of the 
fact that traffic is not moving by water 
at the moment, but claim the situation 
now considered is not a parallel. 

“The main difficulty here, they aver, is 
lack of equipment and the shipper’s 
alleged reluctance to be in the barge 
business. In the protestant’s opinion, 
the resumption of barge service in this 
case is too remote to indicate actual 
water competition. There is no doubt 
of the shipper’s ability to provide or 
arrange for barge and terminal facilities 
for the water transportation of the 
sulphuric acid.” 

The record warranted the conclusion, 
the examiner said, that the water com- 
petition was in a broad sense actual 
rather than potential as indicated by, 
among other things, a sworn statement 
by the shipper to the effect that it had 
shipped by barge and intended “one 
way or the other” to resume shipping 
the entire movement by water if the 
proposed rail rate did not become effec- 
tive. 


“Clearly the normal all-rail rate of 
1012 cents, which is more than three 
times greater than the contract barge 
rate, would effectively prevent all-rail 
movement from Nitro to Jeffersonville,” 
the examiner said. “The evidence is 
that the shipper can and will move the 
sulphuric acid in its own barge if the 
424-cent rate is not continued in effect, 
in which event both the applicant rail- 
roads and the protestant barge lines will 
lose the traffic. On this record it appears 
that applicants are faced with actual 
water competition. 

“The Commission should find that a 
special case has been presented which 
justifies the granting of the relief prayed; 
that the proposed rate of 424 cents is 
reasonably compensatory, and that it 
is no lower than necessary to meet the 
barge competition.” 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 30 days 


from date of service of reports (35 days 
if general office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 30-day period or 
the order has been stayed or postponed 
by the Commission. 

State in which applicant for certificate, 
license or permit has home office is shown 
below in “‘black face’’ type, with name 
of town or city following. 





Alcoholic Liquors 


I. and S. M-8536 Alcoholic Liquors— 
From and to Broad Ford, Pa. By Exami- 
ner George A. Dahan. Recommends 
ordering schedules canceled and proceed- 
ing discontinued on finding not shown 
just and reasonable proposed commodity 
rates on alcoholic liquors, in bulk, in 
barrels, minimum 30,000 pounds, from 
Broad Ford, Pa., to Lawrenceburg and 
Milan, Ind., and Louisville and Owens- 
boro, Ky. Schedules were filed by Hayes 
Freight Lines, Inc., to become effective 
May 24 and were suspended, on protest 
of Central Territory railroads, until De- 
cember 24. The proposed commodity 
rates, and the present class rates, mini- 
mum 23,000 pounds, respectively, were 
81 cents a 100 pounds and $1.05 to 
Lawrenceburg and Milan, 88 cents and 
$1.14 to Louisville and $1.08 and $1.34 
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to Owensboro, the examiner said. He 
said the reductions were clearly lowe 
than necessary to meet rail competition 
and would undoubtedly drive the raj 
competition out of the business. Whj, 
there was some indication of a necessity 
for a motor rate reduction to meet raj 
competition, he said, the evidence ¢ 
record was clearly insufficient to deter. 
mine the basis. 


Various Commodities 


I. and S. M-8364, Commodity Rates. 
South Bend Freight Line, Inc. Modifig 
procedure followed. By Examiner Jame 
C. Heatherly. Recommends orderiry 
schedules canceled and proceeding dis. 
continued on finding not shown jus 
and reasonable commodity rates on vari. 
ous commodities between points in Indi- 
ana and Illinois. Schedules were file 
by South Bend Freight Line, Inc., t 
become effective March 30, and later 
and were suspended, on protest of the 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, to 
and including October 29. On aluminum 
scrap, having value for remelting pur- 
poses only, loose or in packages, as an 
example, the examiner said, the re. 
spondent proposed rates between Chi- 
cago, Ill., on the one hand, and Elkhart, 
Michigan City, Mishawaka and South 
Bend, on the other, of 31 cents a 1 
pounds, 24 cents, 30 cents and 30 cents, 
respectively, in lieu of rates of 41, 32 
39 and 39 cents respectively, all subject 
to a minimum of 20,000 pounds. Ex- 
aminer Heatherly said the respondent did 
not offer any evidence relative to its 
cost of operation nor other information 
that showed the proposed rates to bk 
compensatory. 


Petroleum Products 


I. and S. M-8665, Petroleum Prod. and 
Beverages—Pa. and NJ. to N.Y. and 
Va. Modified procedure followed. By 
Examiner Charles E. Morgan. Recom- 
mends finding just and reasonable re- 
duced rates on petroleum and petroleum 
products from Paulsboro, N.J., to Pel- 
ham Manor, N.Y., and finding not shown 
just and reasonable reduced rates on 
the same commodities, from Paulsboro 
and Marcus Hook, Pa., to Yonkers, N.Y. 
The examiner said the rates under con- 
sideration were filed to become effective 
June 26 by participants in schedules 
published by the Motor Carriers Traffic 
Association. On protest of the Middle 
Atlantic Conference, he said, operation 
of the schedules was suspended to and 
including January 25, 1957. The pro- 
posed rates of respondent from Pauls- 
boro to Pelham Manor, and from Pauls- 
boro and Marcus Hook to Yonkers, were 
the same as the present rates of protes- 
tant from Marcus Hook to Pelham 
Manor, the examiner said, adding that 
these rates were 40 cents a 100 pounds, 
33 cents and 30 cents, with minima, re- 
spectively, of 20,000, 26,000 and 30,000 
pounds. Examiner Morgan said the pro- 
posed rates from Paulsboro to Pelham 
Manor were compelled by protestant’s 
lower rates from Marcus Hook, but 
that insofar as the destination of Yonk- 
ers was concerned, there was no motor 
carrier competition shown which com- 
pelled the proposed rates and that to 
permit a reduction in respondent’s rates 
would only lead to similar reductions 
in protestant’s rates. He said the order 
of suspension also covered proposed rates 
on beverages from Philadelphia to points 
in Virginia but that respondent had not 
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attempted to justify those rates and 
they were not shown just and rea- 


sonable. 


Certificates—Licenses—Permits 


California (San Francisco) —MC-1511, 
Sub. 109, Pacific Greyhound Lines, Ex- 
tension—Arizona. Certificate proposed. 
passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, (1) between Buckeye, Ariz., and 
Gila Bend, Ariz., over a specified route, 
in connection with regular route opera- 
tions, and(2) between Avondale Junction, 
Ariz., and Phoenix, Ariz., over a specified 
route, serving no intermediate points. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC-8681, Sub. 42, 
western Auto Transports, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Trailers From Denver. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, trailers, trailer chassis, semi- 
trailers, and semitrailer chassis, except 
mobile homes and except those that re- 
quire special handling or rigging or spe- 


cial equipment because of size or weight, 


in initial movements, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, from Denver, Colo., 
to all points in the United States, and 
damaged shipments on return. 

Florida (Jacksonville) —MC-103378, 
Sub. 72, Petroleum Carrier Corpora- 
tion, Extension—Chattanooga. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
asphalt and fuel oils, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Douglasville, Ga., to Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn. 

Florida (Miami)— MC—107107, Sub. 76 
Alterman Transport Lines, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Foods and Beverages. Certificate 
proposed. (1) Frozen foods, except frozen 
citrus products, from all points in 
Florida, to points in Ala., Ark., Del., Ill., 
Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., La., Md., Mich., 
Minn., Mo., Neb., N.D., N.Y., NJ., O., 
Okla., Pa., S.D., Tenn., Tex., Va., W.Va., 
and Wis., (2) sauerkraut, horseradish 
and pickled vegetables, not pasteurized, 
from Opa-locka, Fla., to points in des- 
tination states named in (1), and (3) 
meat from the Mid State Packers, Inc. 
plant, located about four miles south 
of Bartow, Fla., to all points in Ml., 
Ind., O., Kan., Ky., Mich., Minn., Mo., 
Ia., Tenn., Tex., W.Va., and Wis., over 
ifregular routes. 

Illinois (Chicago)—MC-12638, Daniel 
L. Sullivan, dba Regina Tours and Royal 
Tours, Broker. License proposed. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in round-trip 
special or charter all-expense tours be- 
ginning and ending at Chicago, Ill., and 
extending to points in the United States. 

New Jersey (Jobstown) — MC-20793, 
Sub. 22, Wagner Trucking Co., Inc., Ex- 
tension—Fishkill, N.Y. Certificate pro- 
posed. Brick, from Fishkill, N.Y., to 
points in Del., Md., N.J. and D.C., over 
irregular routes. 

North Carolina (Raleigh)—MC-34837, 
Sub. 7, Reliable Transport, Inc., Extension 
—North Carolina. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Over irregular routes, toluol 
(toluene) and xylene, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Norfolk, Hopewell and 
Richmond, Va., and points in Virginia 
Within 10 miles of each, to points in a 
designated area of North Carolina. 

Ohio (Cleveland) —MC-106914, Sub. 13, 
Harold Fine, dba American Cartage Co., 
Extension—Ford Wixom Plant. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Cleveland, O., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
Lincoln Motor Division of the Ford 
Motor Co., located near Wixom, Mich., 
over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—MC-873, 


Sub. 24, Sooner Freight Lines, Exten- 
sion—Denver. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Boise City, Okla., and Denver, 
Colo., over U.S. Highway 287, serving no 
intermediate points. 

Oregon (Portland)—MC-42487, Sub. 
310, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Off Route Points. (Corrected 
report). Certificate proposed, limited to 
five years in the transportation of ex- 
plosives. General commodities, except 
liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, serving the Rocky Reach 
Dam site on the Columbia River be- 
tween Wenatchee and Osondo, Wash., 
and points within five miles thereof, 
and the Wells Dam site on the Columbia 
River between Beebe and Azwell, Wash., 
and points within five miles thereof, as 
off-route points in connection with regu- 
lar route operations. 

Oregon (Portland)—MC-52858, Sub. 51, 
Convoy Co., Extension—Freightliners. 
Certificate proposed. New trucks, trac- 
tors, truck tractors, and truck chassis, in 
truckaway service, from Portland, Ore., 
to points in Wash., Calif., Nev., Ida., 
Utah, Ariz., N.M., Colo., Wyo., Mont., 
N.D., S.D., Neb., Kan., Okla., Tex., La., 
Ark., Mo., Ia. and Minn., over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania (Du Bois)—MC-108248, 
Sub. 5, Shaw Trucking, Inc., Extension 
—Paulsboro, N.J. (Corrected report.) 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, fertilizer, fertilizer materials and 
agricultural insecticides, in containers, in 
bulk, but not in tank vehicles, from the 
Pennsylvania Salt Co. plant, at Pauls- 
boro, N.J., to points in Clearfield, Jeffer- 
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son, Clarion and Indiana counties, Pa., 
north of US. Highway 422. 

Pennsylvania (Pittsburgh) — MC-629 
Sub. 10, Helm’s Express, Inc., Extension 
—Deer Park, N.Y. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, serving Deer Park, N.Y., as an 
off-route point in connection with regular 
route operations. 

Tennessee (Nashville) — MC-114475, 
Sub. 3, General Transport, Inc., Exten- 
sion—Soil Pipe. Denial of permit 
proposed. Uncrated soil pipe, from Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., to points in Kentucky. 

Texas (Wichita Falls)—-MC-30091, Sub. 
35, L. F. Miller and F. D. Miller, dba 
Miller & Miller Freight Lines, Extension 
—Alternate Routes. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between specified points in Texas, over 
designated routes, serving no intermedi- 
ate points, and serving certain points 
for joinder purposes only, as alternate 
routes for operating convenience only in 
connection with regular route operations. 

Virginia (Altavista) —-MC-30237, Sub. 7, 
Lota H. Yeatts, dba Yeatts Transfer Co., 
Extension—North Carolina. Certificate. 
proposed. Tables, from Altavista, Va., 
to points in North Carolina, over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Wisconsin (Wittenberg)—MC-109084, 
Sub. 7, Stanley A. Westgor, Extension— 
Wood Charcoal. (Corrected report.) 
Permit proposed. Over irregular routes, 
charcoal, in bulk, from Readstown and 
Prairie du Chien, Wis., to Iron Mountain, 
Mich. 





Lf riefs 





Official Territory Railroads 
Defend Proposed Increases 


In Coach, First Class Fares 


The respondent railroads in No. 
32032, Increased Fares, Official Terri- 
tory, 1956, a proceeding in which they 
are asking the Commission to ap- 
prove a 5 per cent increase in their 
basic coach fares and 45 per cent 
increase in their sleeping and parlor 
car fares, have told the Commission, 
in a brief filed in the proceeding, that 
the increases will yield a substantial 
increase in revenue of which re- 
spondents are in need and “to which 
they are justly entitled.” 

Briefs have also been filed by the 
Railway Labor Executives’ Association, 
the General Services Administration, the 
Secretary of the Army, and other parties. 
The service of a proposed report has 
been waived by the parties and the 
Commission has set oral argument for 
December 7 (T.W., Nov. 3, p. 53). 

Respondents said that the deficits 
from their coach and first class service 
constituted a serious problem not only 
to them, but also to the public which 
they served as common carriers of both 
passengers and freight, and to the Com- 
mission. 

“The solution of this problem, which 


results from an inflationary economy, 
and other factors over which neither the 
Commission nor respondents have con- 
trol, must be a realistic one,” the rail- 
roads said. “To place the fares at a 
level where they meet, or more nearly 
meet, the cost of service is such a solu- 
tion, particularly when, as here, the pro- 
posed increases in fares can produce 
the desired result. 

“The 5 per cent increase in coach 
fares must of its nature be considered 
as modest. While it is unfortunate that 
respondents must propose an increase 
of as much as 45 per cent in their first 
class fares, it must be remembered that 
in the period since the prescription of 
a 3-cent per mile fare in Pullmans in 
1936, railroad wages have increased 210.6 
per cent and prices of railroad materials 
and supplies have increased 168.1 per 
cent, in contract to the cumulative in- 
crease of 128.3 per cent now proposed 
in the fares for this expensive personal- 
ized service.” 

The respondents said the increases 
were necessary in order that the travel 
under the fares might make a fair con- 
tribution to the revenues needed by 
respondents to enable them, under hon- 
est and efficient management, to provide 
adequate and efficient service at the 
lowest cost consistent with the furnish- 
ing of such service. 

The increases would be just and rea- 
sonable and would conform to the stand- 
ards set forth in the national transporta- 
tion policy, they said. The respondents 
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also asked the Commission to apply the 
increases to intrastate fares in Michi- 
gan. 


Opposition to Increases 


The Railway Labor Executives’ Associ- 
ation asked the Commission to find that 
the increase in first class fares would re- 
sult in diversion of traffic; that diversion 
of traffic would result in curtailment of 
first class service which, in turn would 
adversely affect the employes of respond- 
ents, the public and the respondents 
themselves. The association contended 
that the increases proposed would result 


in unreasonable and unjust discrimina- 
tion. 


The General Services Administration 
said that the Commission should decline 
the proposal, but that in the event the 
Commission should consider some in- 
crease justified as an “interim” measure 
pending the complete study in the Com- 
mission’s general passenger deficit inves- 
tigation, any such increases should be 
made on a temporary basis with neces- 
sary reporting requirements so that the 
real effect of the increase from the 
standpoint of diversion and effect on 
revenues and expenses, might adequately 
be observed. 


In a joint brief, the League of New 
York Theatres and the National Asso- 
ciation of the Legitimate Theatre, Inc., 
asked the Commission that if it was not 
disposed to deny the increased fares, 
“then the living theater asks that the 
traveling threatrical company be spe- 
cifically excepted from the application 
of increased passenger fares.” 


The Order of United Commercial Trav- 
elers of America, in a brief also opposing 
the increases, said that “a substantial 
increase in rates will be followed by a 
demand for increase in wages on the 
part of the railroad brotherhoods and 
we thus have with us again the upward 
inflationary spiral which our present 
economy can ill afford, and which is one 
of the major concerns of government.” 

The Secretary of the Army, on behalf 
of the Department of Defense, said that 
the evidence provided by respondents 
was not of sufficient reliability to support 
the relief sought nor to offset the adverse 
effect which the increased fares to the 
degree sought would have on military 
preparedness and national defense. 





Hearings 





Prehearing Conference Set 
In Nickel Plate Control Case 


The Commission has announced, by a 
notice, that a prehearing conference will 
be heid in Finance No. 17883, New York, 
Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. Con- 
trol, on November 13 at the Commission 
in Washington, D.C., with Examiner Je- 
rome K. Lyle presiding. 

The proceeding involves, among other 
things, investigation by the Commission 
of the question whether acquisition by 
the Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
Railroad Co. of capital stock in the 
Nickel Plate results in violation of sec- 
tion 5(4) of the interstate commerce act. 








That section relates to control of car- 
riers. 

Matters set forth in an order of the 
Commission, division 4, issued in the 
proceeding in August, would be discussed 
at the conference, the notice said. That 
order vacated a prior Order in the case 
insofar as it denied a request of the 
Lackawanna for permission to withdraw 
its application to acquire such control of 
the Nickel Plate as would result from 
the election of two directors to the board 
of the Nickel Plate (T.W., Aug. 18, p. 42). 


Simplification of the issues and other 


procedural questions would be considered 
at the conference, the notice said. 





Egg Damage Liability Cases 
To Be Heard in Washington 


Further hearing before Commissioner 
Mitchell on November 16 in I. and S. 
No. 5792, Damage Tolerance on Shell 
Eggs, and No. 30030, Special Regulations 
—Eggs, will be held at the Commission’s 
offices in Washington, D.C., instead of in 
New York City, as originally announced, 
according to a notice issued by the 
Commission (T.W., Nov. 3, p. 77). 


In these proceedings, the Commis- 
sion approved tariff provisions relieving 
railroads of liability for damage to eggs 
the extent of 3 per cent of the contents 
of packages containing damaged eggs 
placed in packages at rail points of 
origin and 5 per cent of those placed in 
packages at other points (T.W., Aug. 4, 
p. 18). Later the decision was Over- 
turned by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. (T.W., Jan. 14, p. 59). The 
proceedings were remanded to the Com- 
mission for further action consistent 
with the high court’s opinion. 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


1.C.C. cases assigned for 


hearing or oral 
The assignments are 


argument appear below. 
grouped under separate headings as to rail, 
water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
as announced by the 1.C.C. 


RAIL 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in I. & S. 6611, Salt—Detroit, 
Mich. to Wis. & Mich., and F.S.A. 32124, 
Rock Salt—Detroit, Mich. to Mich. and Wis., 
assigned November 2, at Washington, D.C., 
canceled. 


Further hearing in I. & S. 5792, Damage 
Tolerance on Shell Eggs, and 30030, Special 
Regulations—Eggs, assigned November 16, at 
New York, N. Y., canceled and reassigned 
November 16, at Washington, D.C., before 
Commissioner Mitchell. 


Hearing in Finance 19362, Interlocking Di- 
rectorate Application of David Finkle, as- 
signed November 13, at Washington, D.C., 
canceled and reassigned December 4, at 
eae, D.C., before Examiner Brad- 
ord. 


Hearing in I. & S. 6668, Electric Devices— 
Westbound—Freight Forwarder, assigned No- 
vember 15, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned January 3, at Washington, 
D. C., before Examiner Roth. 


Hearing in Finance 19420, Application of 
Walter B. Martinson and George Howard 
Sternberg for authority to transfer from 
former to latter certificate in W-442, assigned 
November 19, at 538 Pittock Block, Portland, 
Ore., transferred to November 19, at Mult- 
nomah Hotel, Portland, Ore., before Ex- 
aminer Albus. 

Hearing in 31973, Walled Lake Door Co. v. 


TRAFFIC Wory 


A.C.L., et al., assigned December 10, at De. 
troit, Mich., postponed to a date to be fixeg 


New Assignments 


November 19—Waterloo, Ia.—Fed. Bldg. —ry 
aminer Hanson: ‘ 
I. & S. 6637 (2nd Sup.)—Routing Cap, 
cellation at Waterloo, Ia. 
November 28—Washington, D.C.—Ora] Argu. 
ment before Division 4: 
Finance 19094—Chicago, Rock Island ¢ 
Pacific R.R. Co. Construction. 
Finance 19066—Little Rock Industria] Dis. 
trict R.R. Co. Construction. 

Finance 19257—Little Rock Industria] Dis. 
trict R.R. Co. Stock. 
November 29—Washington, D.C.—Examine 

Wilkinson: ; 
Finance 13170—Florida East Coast Ry. cq 
Reorganization—Application of R. ] 
Barnes, Committee for Subsection Ti(p 
authority. 
December 11—Washington, 
Russell: 
I. & S. 6497—Freight Forwarder Traffic ip 
Official Territory. 
December 13—Chicago, Ill.—U/:S. 
Hse.—Examiner Hanson: 
32059, Great Lakes Ship Owners Associa. 
tion v. A. C. & Y., et al. 
F.S.A. 31910—Scrap Iron or Steel—Chicago 
Ill. Group to Hamilton, Ont. 
December 14—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse 
—Examiner Hanson: 
31966—Simoniz Co. v. 
Corp., et al. 
January 3—Washington, D.C.—Examine, 
Roth: 
I. & S. 6675—Electrical 
West and Southwest. 


D.C.—Examine 


Custom 


National Carloading 


Devices—East to 


Hearing in MC-116054, McKenzie Transport 
Leasing, Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., common 
carrier application, assigned November l, at 
Chicago, Ill., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-31445, Sub. 1, Shaw Motors, 
Inc., Providence, R.I., common carrier ap- 
plication, assigned November 15, at Main 
P.O. Bidg., Providence, R.I., transferred to 
November 15, at Narragansett Hotel, Prov- 
idence, R.I., before Jt. Bd. 232. 

Hearing in MC-C-1$38, Industrial Steel and 
Supply Co., Inc. v. Freight Ways, Inc., et al, 
assigned November 15, at Wichita, Kan, 
postponed to a time and place to be fixed. 

Hearings in MC-114655, Subs. 3 and 4 
Coast Transport, Inc., Portland, Ore., con- 
tract carrier applications, assigned Novem- 
ber 16, at U.S. Ct. Hse., Seattle, Wash., trans- 
ferred to November 16, at Fed. Off. Bldg, 
Seattle. Wash., before Jt. Bds. 237 and 43, 
respectively. 

Hearing in MC-116064, Airport Car Ship- 
pers, Inc., Flushing, N.Y., common carrie 
application, assigned November 19, at New 
York, N.Y., canceled. 


Hearing in MC-116229, Sub. 1, Julian M 
Shrader, Pickaway, W.Va., common Carrief 
application, assigned November 20, at U.S. 
Ct. Hse., Charleston, W.Va., transferred to 
November 20, at City Council Chamber, 
Charleston, W.Va., before Jt. Bd. 245. 


Hearing in MC-75840, Sub. 110, Malone 
Freight Lines, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
20, at Washington, D.C., canceled. 


Hearing in MC-106914, Sub. 14, American 
Cartage Co., Cleveland, O., common carrie! 
application, assigned November 28, at Co- 
lumbus, O., canceled. 


Hearings in I. & S. M-7954, Consolidation 
—Central Territory Points; I. & S. M-8286, 
Consolidation Charges — Tarbet Trucking 
Inc.; I. & S. M-9032,-Consolidation at Chi 
cago—Tucker Freight Lines, Inc.; MC-C-1882, 
Consolidation—Hinchcliff Motor Service, Inc. 
MC-C-2013, Consolidation—Takin Bros 
Freight Lines, Inc., assigned November 13, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
November 29, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Dahan. 


Hearing in MC-103378, Sub. 74, Petroleum 
Carrier Corp., Jacksonville, Fla., common cal- 
rier application, assigned November 9, at 
Columbia, S.C., canceled and reassigned De 
cember 4, at Wade Hampton State Off. Bldg, 
Columbia, S.C., before Jt. Bd. 2 


Hearings in MC-105957, Subs. 39 and 42, 
Delta Motor Line, Inc., Jackson, Miss., com- 
mon carrier applications, assigned Decem- 
ber 4, at Jackson, Miss. canceled and reas 
signed December 6, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Jack- 
son, Miss., before Jt. Bds. 4 and 97, respec- 
tively. 


Hearing in MC-70451, Sub. 182, Watson 
Brothers Transportation Co., Inc., Omaha, 
Neb., common carrier application, assigned 
November 2, at Topeka, Kan. canceled and 
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jgned December 7, at Kansan Hotel, 
retveka, Kan. before Jt.’ Bd. 52. 

Hearing in MC-C-1990, Increased - Class- 
Rates Under 5,000 Pounds—Eastern-Central 
Territory, assigned December 11, at Washing- 
ton, D.C., postponed to a time and place to 
pe fixed. 

Hearing in MC-17793, Sub. 12, Foster 
Freight Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
7, at St. Louis, Mo., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-30126, Sub. 8, Louis N. Vil- 
laiante, Morenci, Ariz., contract carrier ap- 
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ial Dis plication, assigned November 7, at Santa 
Fe, N.M., canceled. 

lal Dis. Hearing in MC-109761, Sub. 6, Carl Subler 
Trucking, Inc., Auburndale, Fla., contract 

‘amine — carrier application, assigned November 7, at 
Boston, Mass., canceled and reassigned No- 

Ry. Co — yember 8, at State Comm., Concord, N.H., 

R. J before Examiner Messer. 

n 77(p Hearing in MC-107227, Sub. 38, Insured 
Transporters, Inc., San _ Leandro, Calif., 

‘amine common carrier application, assigned No- 
yember 9, at San Francisco, Calif., canceled 

affic in § and reassigned November 26, at U.S. Cus- 
tom Hse., Chicago, Ill., before Examiner 

Custom Driscoll. 

Hearing in MC-C-2032 & Ist Sup., Road 
\ssocia. f Making Machinery—Ill. to Minn., and I. & 
§. M-8815, Engines, etc.—Ill. & Wis. to Twin 
thicago, # Cities, Minn., assigned November 23, at 
Chicago, Ill., canceled and reassigned No- 

m Hse | yember 26, at U.S. Customs Hse., Chicago, 

Ill.. before Examiner Hanson. 
loading Hearing in MC-115067, Sub. 1, Independent 
Motor Transport, Albany, Ore., common 
niner carrier application, assigned November 7, at 
Portland, Ore., canceled and reassigned De- 
cast t cember 4, at 538 Pittock Block, Portland, 
Ore., before Jt. Bd. 45. 

Hearing in MC-29988, Sub. 61, Denver-Chi- 
cago Trucking Co., Inc., Denver, Colo., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
8, at Columbus, O., canceled and reassigned 
January 14, at New P.O. Bldg., Columbus, 
O.. before Jt. Bd. 117. 

aANnsport Hearing in MC-C-1903, Eastern Central 

ommon § Motor Carriers Assn., Inc. v. Packers Express, 

rl, at # Inc., et al., assigned November 5, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., postponed to a time and place 

Motors, § to be fixed. 

er ap Hearing in MC-8681, Sub. 45, Western Auto 

; Main — Transports, Inc., Denver, Colo., common 

red to carrier application, assigned November 13, 

, Prov. at Los Angeles, Calif., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-C-2025, J. Monroe Harris— 
eeland | Investigation of Operations, assigned No- 
, et al, vember 15, at New Orleans, La., canceled. 

Kan, Hearing in I. & S. M-8697, Pipe Fittings— 
fixed. Anniston, Ala. to Chicago, Ill., assigned No- 
and 4 vember 14, at Birmingham, Ala., canceled 
+» COR- and reassigned November 20, at Hotel 

Novem- § Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham, Ala., before 
trans- Examiner Cantrell. 

Bldg., Hearing in I. & S. M-8664, Staple Fibre— 
ind 45, § Mobile, Ala. to Ala. and Columbus, Ga., 

assigned November 13, at Birmingham, Ala., 
 Ship- § canceled and reassigned November 21, at 
carrier § Hotel Thomas Jefferson, Birmingham, Ala., 
it New before Examiner Cantrell. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-8818, Class & Comm. 
ian M Rates—Spooner Trucking Corp., assigned No- 
carrier vember 28, at Washington, D.C., postponed 
at ‘U.S. to a time and place to be fixed. 

‘red to Hearing in MC-11609§, Woodworth and 

am ber, Sons, Tolono, Ill., common carrier applica- 

5. tion, assigned November 8, at Springfield, 

Malone Ill., canceled and reassigned December 14, at 
com- U.S. Ct. Rms. & Fed. Bldg., Springfield, Ill., 

vember § before Jt. Bd. 21. 

Hearing in MC-F-5501, R. B. and C. B. 
Gotfredson—Control; Transamerican Freight 

nerican Lines. Inc.—Purchase—Harvey L. Williams, 

Carrier and MC-F-6136, Transamerican Freight Lines, 

at Co- Inc—Purchase—Leonard Ragland, assigned 

November 7, at Kansas City, Mo., postponed 
idation to a date to be fixed. 

M-8286, Hearing in MC-60868, Sub. 8, Ruffalo’s 

ucking Trucking Service, Inc., Newark, N.J., common 

t Chi- carrier application, assigned November 14, 

C-1882, at Washington, D.C., canceled. 

e, Inc.; Hearing in MC-29780, Sub. 6, Harris Truck 
Bros Line, Raton, N.M., common carrier applica- 
13, at tion, assigned November 16, at Denver, Colo., 

signed canceled. 

before Hearing in MC-114091, Sub. 12, Direct 

Transport Co. of Ky., Inc., Louisville, Ky., 

roleum common carrier application, assigned No- 
yn cal- vember 16, at Kentucky Hotel, Louisville, 
9. at Ky., transferred to November 16, at Chamber 

ed’ De- ee Bldg., Louisville, Ky., before Jt. 
Bldg, Re-hearing in MC-37421, Sub. 8, W. R. 
Candler Transfer Co., Asheville, N.C., com- 

nd 42, mon carrier application, assigned November 
com- 14, at Asheville, N.C., canceled and reassigned 

Jecem- December 5, at Battery Park Hotel, Ashe- 

1 reas- Ville, N.C., before Jt. Bd. 103. 

Jack- Hearing in MC-110325, Sub. 11, Transcon 
respec- Lines, Los Angeles, Calif., common carrier 
application, assigned November 19, at Los 

Natson Angeles, Calif., canceled and reassigned De- 

maha, cember 10, at Old Mint Bldg., San Francisco, 

sign Calif., before Examiner Linn. 

d and Hearing in MC-75320, Sub. 77, Campbell 











Sixty-Six Express, Inc., Springfield, Mo., 
common carrier application, assigned Novem- 
ber 14, at Jackson,.Miss., canceled and reas- 
signed December 13, at Robert E. Lee Hotel, 
Jackson, Miss., before Jt. Bd. 97. 

Hearing in MC-109259, Sub. 1, Standard 
Transfer and Storage, Inc., Washington, 
D.C., common carrier application, assigned 
November 13, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned December 13, at Washington, 
D.C., before Jt. Bd. 112. 

Hearing in MC-703, Sub. 8, Hinchcliff Motor 
Service, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 
application, assigned November 15, at Co- 
lumbus, O., canceled and reassigned January 
30, at New P. O. Bidg., Columbus, O., before 
Jt. Bd. 117. 

Hearing in MC-3341, Sub. 15, Lake Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., South Bend, Ind., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned November 
19, at Columbus, O., canceled and reassigned 
January 30, at New P. O. Blidg., Columbus, 
O., before Jt. Bd. 117. 

Hearings in MC-F-5501, R. B. and C. B. 
Gotfredson—Control; Transamerican Freight 
Lines, Inc.—Purchase—Harvey L. Williams, 
and MC-F-6136, Transamerican Freight Lines, 
Inc.—Purchase—Leonard Ragland, assigned 
November 7, at Kansas City, Mo., canceled 
and reassigned November 8, at Hotel Pick- 
a, City, Mo., before Examiner 

assel. 


Hearing in I. & S. M-8950, Rayon from 
Southern Ports to Ga., N.C., and S.C., as- 
signed November 8, at Washington, D.C., 
canceled. 

Hearing in MC-2589, Sub. 14, C.A.B.Y. 
Transportation Co., Cleveland, O., common 
carrier application, assigned November 16, at 
Columbus, O., canceled. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-8697, Pipe Fittings— 
Anniston, Ala., to Chicago, Ill., assigned No- 
vember 20, at Hotel Thomas Jefferson, Bir- 
mingham, Ala., transferred to November 20, 
at U.S. Ct. Rms., Birmingham, Ala., before 
Examiner Cantrell. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-8664, Staple Fibre— 
Mobile, Ala. to Ala. and Columbus, Ga., 
assigned November 21, at Hotel Thomas 
Jefferson, Birmingham, Ala., transferred to 
November 21, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Birmingham, 
Ala., before Examiner Cantrell. 

Hearing in MC-109564, Sub. 4, Lyons Trans- 
portation Co., Erie, Pa., common carrier ap- 
plication, assigned November 26, at New 
Fed. Bldg., Columbus, O., transferred to No-. 
vember 26, at New P.O. Bldg., Columbus, O., 
before Jt. Bd. 117. 

Hearing in MC-110191, Sub. 12, Turner’s 
Express, Inc., Norfolk, Va., common carrier 
application, assigned November 26, at Wash- 
ington, D.C., canceled and reassigned No- 
vember 26, at U.S. C. Rms., Norfolk, Va., 
before Examiner Lee. 

Hearing in MC-116062, Sub. 1, California 
Express, Inc., Fort Worth, Tex.. common 
carrier application, assigned November 13, at 
Santa Fe, N.M., canceled and reassigned No- 
vember 29, at Nickson Hotel, Roswell, N.M., 
before Jt. Bd. 210. 

Hearing in MC-665, Sub. 51, Missouri- 
Arkansas Transportation Co., Joplin, Mo., 
common carrier application, assigned Novem- 
ber 27, at Little Rock, Ark., canceled and 
reassigned November 30, at State Comm., 
Little Rock, Ark., before Jt. Bd. 217. 

Hearing in MC-603, Sub. 9, Shumpert 
Truck Line, Amory, Miss., common carrier 
application, assigned November 15, at Jack- 
son, Miss., canceled and reassigned Decem- 
ber 11, at Robert E. Lee Hotel, Jackson, Miss., 
before Jt. Bd. 97. 


Hearing in MC-75320, Sub. 76, Campbell 
Sixty-Six Express, Inc., Springfield, Mo., 
common carrier application, assigned Novem- 
ber 14, at Jackson, Miss., canceled and re- 
assigned December 13, at Robert E. Lee Hotel, 
Jackson, Miss., before Jt. Bd. 28. 


Hearing in MC-31445, Sub. 1, Shaw Motors, 
Inc., Providence, R.I., common carrier appli- 
cation, assigned November 15, at Providence, 
R.I., canceled and reassigned December 14, at 
Narragansett Hotel, Providence, R.I., before 
Jt. Bd. 232. 


Hearing in MC-1968, Sub. 69, D. C. Hall 
Motor Transportation, Fort Worth, Tex., 
common carrier application, assigned Novem- 
ber 9, at New Orleans, La., canceled and 
reassigned December 18, at Jung Hotel, New 
Orleans, La., before Jt. Bd. 164. 


Hearing in I. & S. M-8515, Rubber—South- 
west to Ind., Mich., O., assigned December 7, 
at Dallas, Tex., canceled and reassigned De- 
cember 20, at Baker Hotel, Dallas, Tex., be- 
fore Examiner Cantrell. 


Hearing in MC-F-6302, H. M. O'Neill, et al. 
—Control—Delivery Co., Washington De- 
liveries, Inc., and Quick Deliveries, Inc., 
MC-116030, Delivery Co., Baltimore, Md., and 
MC-116031, Washington Deliveries, Inc., 
Washington, D.C., assigned November 13, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
February 19, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Cox, Jt. Bds. 112 and 68, respec- 
tively. 
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Late Assignments 


The following assignments were announced too 
late for timely publication in the Traffic World: 


November 8—Newark, N.J.—State Off. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC-2880, Sub. 11—Somerset Bus Co., Inc., 


Mountainside, N.J.. common carrier ap- 
plication. 


New Assignments 


November 13—Columbus, O0.—New P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 208: 

MC-116132—National Tank Truck Delivery, 
Inc., Columbus, O., contract carrier ap- 

: plication. 

November 13—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bldg. 
—Examiner Linn: 

MC-8681, Sub. 48—Western Auto Trans- 
ports, Inc., Denver, Colo. 

November 14—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bidg. 
—Examiner Linn: 

MC-8681, Sub. 46—Western Auto Trans- 
ports, Inc., Denver, Colo., common car- 
rier application. 

November 15—Atlanta, Ga.— Peachtree- 
Seventh Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-107515, Sub. 208—Refrigerated Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 

November 15—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bldg. 
—Examiner Linn: 

MC-115458, Sub. 1—Vesper Co., Long Beach 
Calif., common carrier application. 
November 16—Los Angeles, Calif—Fed. Bldg. 

—Examiner Linn: 

MC-79577, Sub. 28—Oilfields Trucking Co., 
Bakersfield, Calif.. common carrier ap- 
Plication. 

November 19—Los Angeles, Calif.—Fed. Bldg. 
—Examiner Linn: 

MC-110325, Sub. 11—Transcon Lines, Los 

—— Calif., common carrier applica- 
on. 

November 19—Tucumcari, N.M.—Community 

Hse.—Jt. Bd. 87: : 

MC-76564, Sub. 55—Hill Lines, Inc., Amaril- 
lo, Tex. 

November 23—Chicago, Ill—U. S. Custom 
Hse.—Examiner Hanson: 

MC-C-2032, lst Sup.— Road Making Machin- 

c ery—Ill. to Minn. 

November 29—St. Paul, Minn.—Fed. Ct. Bldg. 
—Examiner Luttrell: 

MC-C-2034—Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 
reau v. Ace Lines, Inc., et al. 

November 30—Charleston, W.Va.—U. S. Ct. 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 62: 

MC-52947, Sub. 24—Pinson Transfer Co., 
Inc., Huntington, W.Va., common carrier 
application. 

November 30—St. Paul, Minn.—Fed. Ct. 
Bldg.—Examiner Luttrell: 

MC-C-2037—Middlewest Motor Freight Bu- 

reau v. Ace Lines, Ace Lines, Inc., et al. 
December 4—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel 
—Examiner Roberts: 

MC-107002, Sub. 103—W. M. Chambers 
Truck Line, New Orleans, La., common 
carrier application. 

December 6—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway 
—Examiner Cunningham: 

MC-113533, Sub. 9—Gardella’s Refrigerated 
Express, Detroit, Mich., common carrier 
application. 


December 7—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 137: 
MC-110416, Sub. 7—Casady Truck Line, 
Grimes, Ia., contract carrier application. 
December 7—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


Lee: 

MC-31600, Sub. 413—P. B. Mutrie Motor 
Transportation, Inc., Waltham, Mass., 
common carrier application. 


December %7—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Harrison: 

MC-107012, Sub. 22—North American Van 
Lines, Inc., Fort Wayne, Ind., common 
carrier application. 

December 10—New York, N.Y.—346 Broad- 
way—Examiner Freidson: 

MC-2835, Sub. 28—Adirondack Transit 
Lines, Inc., Kingston, N.Y., Extension— 
New York Highway 32. 


December 10—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


Boss: 

MC-104347, Sub. 120—Leaman Transporta- 
tion Corp., Downingtown, Pa., common 
carrier application. 

MC-107403, Sub. 220—E. Brooke Matlack, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., common carrier 
application. 

December 10—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Hanback: 

MC-116148—Harry D. Wolf, New Bloomfield, 

Pa., common carrier application. 
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December 11—Madison, Wis.—State Comm. 
—Jt. Bd. 111: 
MC-116261—Wiedner Distributing Co. of 


Wis., Oshkosh, Wis., 
plication. 
December 11—Salt Lake City, 

Comm.—Jt. Bd. 48: 

MC-42487, Sub. 318—Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc., Portland, Ore. 

MC-48$958, Sub. 29—Illinois-California Ex- 
press, Inc., Denver, Colo. 

MC-52866, Sub. 25—Rocky Mountain Serv- 
ice, Inc., St. George, Utah. 

MC-67388, Sub. 12—Meddock Truck Line, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

MC-70451, Sub. 185—Watson Bros. 
portation Co., Inc., Omaha, Neb. 

MC-71827, Sub. 3—Riddle Truck Line, Cedar 
City, Utah, common carrier application. 

MC-76032, Sub. 102—Navajo Freight Lines, 
Inc., Denver, Colo. 


contract carrier ap- 


Utah—State 


Trans- 


December 11—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Lee: 

MC-75527, Sub. 17—Lahn Transportation, 
Bridgeton, N.J., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

December 11—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Hanback: 


MC-116157—Middle River Bus Co., Balti- 

more, Md., common carrier application. 
December 12—San Francisco, Calif.—Fed. 
Off. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 11: 

MC-116186—Shum & Moore Trucking, Inc., 
Santa Rosa, Calif., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

December 12—Washington, D.C.—Jt. Bd. 68: 

MC-1713, Sub. 2—Dorsey Owings, Simpson- 
ville, Md., contract carrier application. 

December 13—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree- 
Seventh Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-106644, Sub. 32—Superior Trucking Co., 

Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common carrier appli- 


cation. 
December 13—Columbus, 0.—New. P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 


MC-954, Sub. 49—Mid-States Freight Lines, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill.,. common carrier appli- 
_ cation. 
December 13—Columbus, 0.—New P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC-68909, Sub. 48—Decatur Cartage Co., 
Chicago, Ill., common carrier application. 
December 13—Columbus, O0.—New P. O. Bidg. 
—Jt.. Bd. 117: 
MC-80420, Sub. 84—Gateway Transportation 
Co., LaCrosse, Wis., common carrier ap- 


plication. 
December 13—Denver, Colo.—New Customs 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 126: 


MC-116194—Union Supply Co., Denver, 

Colo., common carrier application. 
December 13—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel— 
Jt. Bd. 76: 

MC-2202, Sub. 150—Roadway Express, Inc., 

Akron, O., common carrier application. 
December 13—San Francisco, Calif.—Old Mint 
Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 

MC-107227, Sub. 41—Insured Transporters, 
Inc., Leandro, Calif., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

December 13—Topeka, Kans.—Kansan Hotel 
—Jt. Bd. 52: 

MC-89723, Sub. 17—Missouri Pacific Freight 
Transport Co., St. Louis, Mo., common 
carrier application. 


December 13—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Hanback: 

MC-28439, Sub. 68—Daily Motor Express, 
Inc., Carlisle, Pa., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

December 13—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Boss: 


MC-95649, Sub. 1—Ned A. Beeman, Lacey- 
ville, Pa., contract carrier application. 
December 14—Helena, Mont.—Board of RR 

Commissioners—Jt. Bd. 83: 

MC-99580, Sub. 1—Butte Dillon Freight 
Lines, Dillon, Mont., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

December 14—Lansing, Mich.—Olds Hotel— 
Jt. Bd. 76: 

MC-10761, Sub. 61—Transamerican Freight 
Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., common car- 
rier application. 

MC-23$86, Sub. 10—Blair Transit Co., Sagi- 
naw, Mich., common carrier application. 


December 14—Omaha, Neb.—Rome Hotel— 


Jt. Bd. 138: 

MC-70470, Sub. 5—Film Transport Co., 
on Neb., common carrier applica- 
tion. 


December 14—San Francisco, Calif.—Old Mint 
Bldg.—Examiner Linn: 

MC-4405, Sub. 284—Dealer Transit, Inc., 

Chicago, Ill., common carrier application. 


ae ~y 14—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


OSS : 
MC-52405, Sub. 3—Scott Bros., Inc., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., contract carrier application. 


December 
Joyner: 
MC-35890, Sub. $—Blodgett Uncrated Fur- 
niture Service, Inc., Grand Rapids, Mich. 
December 18—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree- 
Seventh Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 


17—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 


MC-109451, Sub. 61—Ecoff Trucking, Inc., 
Fortville, Ind., contract carrier applica- 
tion. 

December 18—Columbus, 0.—New P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 


MC-114360, Sub. 3—Southern Express Co., 

Cicero, Ill., common carrier application. 

December 18—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. 8S. Ct. 
Rms.—Jt. Bd. 72: 

MC-1649, Sub. 59—Railway Express Motor 
Transport, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., com- 
mon carrier application. 

December 18—Indianapolis, 
Rms.—Jt. Bd. 21: 

MC-116143—Melvin Cadle, Lafayette, Ind., 
common carrier application. 

December 19—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree- 
Seventh Bldg.—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-110698, Sub. 79—Miller Motor Line of 
North Carolina, Inc., Greensboro, N.C., 
common carrier application. 

December 19—Columbus, O0.—New P. O. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC-115890, Sub. 7—A & A Trucking, Inc., 
Hamburg, N.Y., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

December 19—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Ct. 
Rms.—Jt. Bd. 72: 

MC-28813, Sub. 18—Motor Express, Inc. of 
Indiana, Indianapolis, Ind., common car- 
rier application. 

December 19—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Ct. 
Rms.—Jt. Bd. 72: 

MC-79655, Sub. 16—Steel Transportation 
Co., Inc., East Chicago, Ind., common 
carrier application. 

December 20—Indianapolis, 
Rms.—Jt. Bd. 72: 


Ind.—U. S. Ct. 


Ind.—U. S. Ct. 


MC-11910, Sub. 11—St. Louis-Nashville 
Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 3—Chicago, Ill—U. S. Custom Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 21: 


MC-113168, Sub. 4—Park Trucking and Sup- 
ply, Inc., Franklin Park, Ill., common 
carrier application. 

January 3—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Examiner Sutherland: 
MC-59317, Sub. 5—E. C. Bisom, Newton, 
. Ia., common carrier application. 
January 3—Detroit, Mich.—Sheraton-Cadillac 
Hotel—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-113533, Sub. 6—Gardella’s Refrigerated 
Express, Detroit, Mich., common carrier 
application. 

January 3—St. Louis, Mo.—DeSota Hotel— 
Examiner Angle: 

MC-112055, Sub. 3—Ill.-Pac. Coast Trans- 
portation Co., Madison, Ill., contract car- 
rier application. 

January 4—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-114220, Sub. 1—Interstate Trailer Trans- 
port, Inc., Des Moines, Ia., common Car- 
rier application. 

MC-116205 — Bob 
Charles City., Ia., 
cation. 

January 4—Detroit, Mich.—Sheraton-Cadil- 
lac Hotel—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-95540, Sub. 274—Watkins Motor Lines, 


Jenkins Truck Line, 
common carrier appli- 


Inc., Thomasville, Ga., common carrier 
application. 

January 7—Amarillo, Tex.—Herring Hotel— 
Jt. Bd. 77: 


MC-110157, Sub. 10—Lang Transit Co., Lub- 
bock, Tex., common carrier application. 
January 7—Chicago, Ill.—U. S. Custom Hse.— 
Examiner Kobernusz: 
MC-116059—Brown Brothers Cartage Serv- 
ice, Chicago, Ill., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 


January 7—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Examiner Sutherland: 
MC-108543, Sub. 5—Hinrichs Truck Line, 
Ida Grove, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 


January 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Angle: 

MC-11185, Sub. 99—J-T Transport Co., Inc., 
Kansas City, Mo., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 

MC-52460, Sub. 35—Hugh Breeding, Inc., 
Tulsa, Okla., common carrier application. 


January 8—Chicago, Ill.—U. S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 
MC-109465, Sub. 7—Great Lakes Solvents, 
ene Chicago, Ill., contract carrier appli- 
cation. 


January 8—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Examiner Sutherland: 
MC-110$23, Sub. 1—Al Livek’s Trucking 
Service, Kewanee, Ill., common carrier 
application. 


January 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick 
—Examiner Angle: 
MC-106200, Sub. 5—Hoffman Transfer, Inc., 


Independence, Mo., contract carrier ap- 
plication. 
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January 9—Chicago, Ill.—U. S. Custom Hse 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-111472, Subs. 36 & 37—Diamond Trans. 
portation System, Inc., Racine, Wis. con 
tract carrier applications. a 

January 9—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bid 

—Examiner Sutherland: g 

MC-95540, Subs. 275, 276 & 277—Watkin 
Motor Lines, Inc., Thomasville, Ga., com, 
mon carrier applications. : 

January 9—El Paso, Tex.—Hotel Paso p, 

Norte—Examiner Colfer: ’ 

MC-114897, Sub. 2—Whitfield Tank Ling 
Inc., Las Cruces, N.M., common carrie 
application. , 

January 9—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayfiowe 

Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-111545, Sub. 19—Home Transportatiq 
Co., Inc., Marietta, Ga., common carri« 
application. ‘ 

January 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwitk 

—Examiner Angle: 

MC-115036, Sub. 3—Van Tassel, Inc., Pitts. 
burg, Kan., contract carrier application 

MC-116169—National Oil & Supply Co 
-: aaa Mo., common carrier applica. 

ion. 

January 9—Raleigh, N.C.—State 

Examiner Brooks: 

MC-93980, Sub. 25—Vance 
Inc., Henderson, N.C., 
application. 

January 10—Chicago, Ill.—U. S. Custom Hse 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-92722, Sub. 10—Robert R. Walker, Inc 
South Bend, Ind., common carrier appli. 
cation. 

January 10—El Paso, Tex.—Hotel Paso De 
Norte—Examiner Colfer: { 
MC-108461, Sub. 47—Whitfield Transporta. 
tion, Inc., Las Cruces, N.M., common car. 
rier application. 

January 10—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick. 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-109397, Sub. 16—Tri-State Warehousing 
and Distributing Co., Joplin, Mo., com. 
mon carrier application. 

January ' 10—Raleigh, N.C.—State 
Bldg.—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-115056, Sub. 3—Bundy Truck Line 
Gatesville, N.C., common carrier applica 
tion. 

MC-114106, Sub. 8—Maybelle Transport Co, 
Lexington, Ky., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 11—Chicago, Ill.—U. S. Custom Hse, 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-8681, Sub. 51—Western Auto Transports, 
Inc., Denver, Colo., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 11l—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayfiower 
Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-103993, Sub. 75—Morgan Drive-Away 
Inc., Elkhart, Ind., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 11l—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower 

Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-106398, Sub. 70—National Trailer Con- 
voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., common carrier 
application. 

January 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-116174—Chafen Body Works, St. Joseph, 
Mo., common carrier application. 

MC-116178—Ervin Davis, Kansas City, Mo, 
common carrier application. 

MC-116243—Dan Meyer Motor, St. Joseph, 
Mo., common carrier application. 

January 11l—Raleigh, N.C.—State 

Bldg.—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-45656, Sub. 7—Anderson Truck Line, 
Inc., Lenoir, N.C., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

January 14—Asheville, N.C.—Battery 

Hotel—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-115956—White Transfer Co., Biltmore, 
N.C., common carrier application. 

January 14—Chicago, Ill—U.S. Custom Hse. 

—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-17226, Sub. 11—Fruit Belt Motor Serv- 
ice, Inc., Chicago, Ill., contract carrier 
application. 

January 14—Des Moines, Ia.—Federal Off 

Bldg.—Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-13087, Sub. 13—Stockberger Transfer & 
Storage, Mason City, Ia., common car- 
rier application. 

January 14—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 

—Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-116217 — Grainbelt Distributing Co, 
Cedar Rapids, Ia., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 

January 14—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Off. Bidg.— 

Examiner Colfer: 

MC-116097—National Boat Transport, Inc, 
ee, Tex., common carrier applica- 

on. 
January 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-26739, Sub. 18—Wagner Freight Lines, 
Inc., St. Joseph, Mo., common carrier 
application. 

January 14—Orlando, Fla.—Angebilt Hotel— 

Examiner Yardley: 

MC-107107, Subs. 80 & 81—Alterman Trans 

port Lines, Inc., Miami, Fla., common 
carrier applications. 
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january 15—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
_-Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-101280, Sub. 9—Francis Black, Paris, 
Ill., common carrier application. 

MC-114816, Sub. 2—American Highway 
Carriers, Inc., Chicago, Ill., contract 
carrier application. 

january 15—Columbia, S.C.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-116125—Jim Crain’s House Trailer Re- 
pair, Taylors, S.C., common carrier ap- 
plication. : 

January 15—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-116164—Arrow ‘Transportation, Des 

Moines, Ia., contract carrier application. 
January 15—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-31395, Sub. 6—G & W Truck Line, 
Inc., Wichita, Kans., contract carrier ap- 
plication. , 

January 15—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-107272, Sub. 12—Monkem Co., Inc., 
Joplin, Mo., contract carrier application. 

January 16—Chicago, I1l—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-60076, Sub. 15—V. F. Warner and Sons, 
Champaign, Ill., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

January 16—Columbia, S.C.—U.S, Ct. Rms.— 
Examiner Brooks: 

MC-116102—Edwards Trucking, Heming- 

way, S.C., common carrier application. 
January 16—Des Moines, Ia.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-92983, Sub. 172—Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, common carrier application. 

MC-107496, Sub. 82—Ruan Transport Corp., 
Des Moines, Ia., common carrier appli- 
cation. 

January 16—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 246: 

MC-106379, Sub. 29—Gulf Southwestern 
Transportation Co., Houston, Tex., com- 
mon carrier application. 

January 16—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-92983, Sub. 179—Eldon Miller, Inc., 
Iowa City, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 17—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-52657, Subs. 491 & 492—Arco Auto Car- 
riers, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 
applications. 

January 17—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Examiner Colfer: 

MC-116077, Sub. 9—Robertson Tank Lines, 
Inc., Houston, Tex., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pick- 
wick—Examiner Angle: 

MC-116219—S & S Truck Lines, Inc., Kan- 
= City, Mo., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 17—Omaha, Neb.—Rome Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Sutherland: 

MC-70451, Sub. 183—Watson Bros. Trans- 
portation Co. Inc., Omaha, Neb., com- 
mon carrier application. 

January 17—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. Rms.—Ex- 
aminer Yardley: 

MC-107515, Sub. 237—Refrigerated Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common 
carrier application. 

January 18—Birmingham, Ala.—Hotel Thomas 
Jefferson—Jt. Bd. 98: 

MC-43038, Sub. 400—Commercial Carriers, 
Inc., Detroit, Mich., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 18—Birmingham, Ala.—Hotel Thom- 
as Jefferson—Examiner Brooks: 

MC-93890, Sub. 12—McDowall Transport, 
Inc., Orlando, Fla., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

MC-107477, Sub. 6—Auto Express, Inc., 
a nane, Fla., common carrier applica- 

on. 


January 18—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Custom Hse. 
—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-116170—Sioux Freightways, Inc., Sioux 

Falls, S.D., common carrier application. 


January 18—Houston, Tex.—Fed. Off. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 77: 

MC-30319, Sub. 74—Southern Pacific Trans- 

port Co., Houston, Tex., common carrier 
application. 


January 18—Omaha, Neb.—Rome Hotel— 
Examiner Sutherland: 
MC-111812, Sub. 28—Midwest Coast Trans- 
port, Inc., Sioux Falls, S.D., common 
carrier application. 


January 18—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. Rms.— 

Examiner Yardley: ° 

MC-20783, Sub. 32—Tompkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Nashville, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 

MC-107515, Sub. 230—Refrigerated Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common 
carrier application. 


January 21—Austin, Tex.—Stephen F. Aus- 
tin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 294: 
MC-112948, Sub. 3—Saenz International 
Trucking Co., Brownsville, Tex., common 
carrier application. 








January 21—Birmingham, Ala.—Hotel Thom- 


as Jefferson—Jt. Bd. 100: 

MC-55828, Sub. 22—Wehby System-Mohawk 
Motor Lines, Nashville, Tenn., common 
carrier application. 

January 21—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroe- 
der—Examiner Kobernusz: 

MC-116116—Food Express, Inc., Appleton, 
Wis., contract carrier application. 

January 21—Omaha, Neb.—Rome Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Sutherland: 

MC-110388, Subs. 2 & 3—Union Pacific Mo- 
tor Freight Co., Omaha, Neb. 

January 21—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. Rms.— 
—Examiner Yardley: ’ 

MC-108228, Sub. 9—Adams and Co., Lake- 

land, Fla., common carrier application. 
January 22—Austin, Tex.—Stephen F. Aus- 
tin Hotel—Examiner Colfer: 

MC-116161—Leslie C. Tesch, Brenham, 
Tex., contract carrier application. 

January 23—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. 
Bd. 77: 

MC-97998, Sub. 2—Refrigerated Transport, 
Inc., Dallas, Tex., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 

January 23—Lincoln, Neb.—State Comm.— 
Examiner Sutherland: 

MC-116067—Nebraska Short Line Carriers, 
Inc., Lincoln, Neb., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 24—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Colfer: 


MC-114045, Sub. 35—Trans-Cold Express, 
Dallas, Tex., common carrier applica- 
tion. 


January 24—Montgomery, Ala.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Brooks: 
MC-115162, Subs. 10 & 11—Poole Truck 


Line, Evergreen, Ala., common carrier 
applications. 
January 24—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. Rms.— 


Examiner Yardley: 
MC-95540, Sub. 273—-Watkins Motor Lines, 


Inc., Thomasville, Ga., common carrier 
application. 

January 25—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—ZJt. 
a. Fr: 


Fort Worth, Tex., 
plication. 
January 25—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Colfer: 
MC-114045. Sub. 33—Trans-Cold-Exnpress, 
Dallas, Tex., common carrier application. 


January 28—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Colfer: 
MC-1124, Sub. 132—Herrin Transportation 
Co., Houston, Tex., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


contract carrier ap- 
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January 28—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—ZJt. 


Bd. 32: 

MC-1124, Sub. 133—Herrin Transportation 
Co., Houston, Tex., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 


January 28—Montgomery, Ala.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 


—kExaminer Brooks: 

MO-115841, Sub. 11—Colonial Refrigeration 
Transportation, Inc., Birmingham, Ala., 
common carrier application. 

January 28—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. Hse.—Jt. 
Bd. 102: 

MC-20783, Sub. 33—Tompkins Motor Lines, 
Inc., Nashville, Tenn., common carrier 
application. 

January 28—Tampa, Fla.—U.S. Ct. 
Examiner: Yardley: 

MC-103993, Sub. 74—Morgan Drive-Away, 
Inc., Elkhart, Ind., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

January 29—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Colfer: 

MC-112620, Sub. 20—Commercial Oil Trans- 
port, Fort Worth, Tex., common carrier 
application. 

January 30—Charlotte, N.C.—U.S. Ct. Rms.— 
Examiner Brooks: 

MC-116048—Mangum Trucking Co., Inc., 
Charlotte, N.C., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

January 30—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Ex- 
aminer Colfer: 

MC-112020, Sub. 21—Commercial Oil Trans- 
port, Fort Worth, Tex., common carrier 
application. 

January 30—Miami Beach, Fla.—Shoremede 
Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 

MC-116162—I. D. Walker and Sons, Belle 

Glade, Fla., common carrier application. 


January 31—Charlotte, N.C.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 
—Examiner Brooks: 


Rms.— 


MC-107409, Sub. 10—Ratliff and Ratliff, 
Inc., Wadesboro, N.C., common carrier 
application. 

January 31—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—ZJt. 
Bd. Ti: 

MC-10928, Sub. 31—Southern-Plaza Ex- 
press, Inc., Dallas, Tex., common carrier 
application. 

January 31—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. 
Bd. 33: 


MC-167064, Sub. 13—Ferguson-Steere Mo- 
tor Co., Albuquerque, N.M., common 
carrier application. 


February 5—Knoxville, Tenn.—U.S. Ct. Rms. 





Jt. Bd. 279: 

MC-8500, Sub. 7—Tennessee Coach Co., 
Knoxville, Tenn., common carrier ap- 
plication. 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD NEWS 





Air Freight Forwarders Oppose Their 
Subjection to Minimum Rate Order 


Western Transportation Co. and Air Freight Forwarders Association 
Contest Airline Request. Emery Air Freight Wants Door-to-Door 


Service Protected. Filing Date for 


The Western Transportation Co., 
Inc., doing business as W.T.C. Air 
Freight, and the Emery Air Freight 
Corporation have filed briefs with 
the Civil Aeronautics Board in which 
they oppose a petition filed by Slick 
Airways, Inc., requesting that air 
freight forwarders be included in 
a general minimum-rate order iden- 
tical in form and content with the 
board’s order No. E-1639, as amended, 
now applicable to all direct carriers 
of air freight. 


The briefs were in response to Slick’s 
petition, filed with the board on October 





Briefs Extended to Nov. 13. 


20, 1955, in Docket No. 1705-6, Air Freight 
Rate Case—Minimum Rates for Air 
Freight Forwarders. 

Under the board’s original order, 
E-1639, issued in June, 1948, minimum 
rates to be charged by direct air carriers 
for the carrying of air freight in the 
United States were established. Under 
this order, rates could not be less than 
16 cents for the first 1,000 ton-miles of 
any shipment and 13 cents for each 
ton-mile thereafter. 


The order was amended from time to 
time since that date so as to permit 
directional rates for east and northbound 
shipments. However, due to increased 
costs of supplies which the airlines pur- 
chased and the increased wages they 
















































































































































































66 


| CAB NEWS 


paid, the order was amended in the fall 
of 1954 so as to increase the minimum 
rates by 25 per cent, to 20 cents for the 
first 1,000 ton-miles and 1623; cents for 
each ton-mile thereafter. 


Slick Petition 


In its petition, Slick said the order had 
had a beneficial and salutory effect on 
the air freight business. Ruinous rate 
competition had been prevented and a 
stable rates structure had, for the most 
part, been offered to the shipping public 
for the last six years, said Slick. Contin- 
uance of the minimum rate order was, 
in its judgment, essential to the develop- 
ment of the air freight business. 

Slick stated that at the time the 
minimum rate order was promulgated, 
the forwarder did not play a major role 
in the air freight business. Since that 
date, however, their importance had in- 
creased, it said and the board had 
recently extended indefinitely the oper- 
ating authority of freight forwarders 
and had handed down a decision under 
which freight forwarders might, in the 
future, achieve substantial rate conces- 
sions from the air carriers. 


According to Slick, air carriers and 
freight forwarders compete for the pa- 
tronage of the shipping public and 
under the present situation the rates of 
air carriers are controlled but the rates 
of forwarders are not. Slick added that 
forwarders, although complaining con- 
stantly that the spread on which they 
operated was too narrow, had seen fit 
to under-cut the rates of the air car- 
riers by substantial amounts and there- 
by had reduced the spread which other- 
wise would have been available to them 
under the tariffs of the air carriers. 


Air Carriers’ Complaint 


“It is an unconscionable situation 
when a forwarder may capture business, 
which an airline has generated, by the 
simple procedure of offering the air- 
line’s service at a lower rate than the 
airline is permitted by law to quote the 
shipper,” said Slick. “Some forwarders, 
such as Emery Air Freight, charge rates 
substantially in excess of the air car- 
rier and create business by the service 
which they render. If the only way a 
forwarder can compete with the air- 
lines is to charge lower rates than the 
airlines themselves charge, there is no 
economic justification for the for- 
warder.” 

Supporting Slick’s petition were 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., and American Air- 
lines. Among those opposing the petition 
were the Western Transportation Co., 
Inc. (W.T.C. Air Freight), the Emery 
Air Freight Corporation and the Air 
Freight Forwarders Association. 


Forwarder’s Position 


In its brief, W.T.C. Air Freight took 
the following position on what it called 
the “issues presented by the record and 
the evidence” on Slick’s petition: 


“That a minimum-rate order is a dras- 
tic and extraordinary administrative rem- 
edy legally available only when a wide- 
spread emergency exists which cannot 
be reasonably and effectively controlled 
through normal regulatory procedures, a 
situation obviously non-existent in air 
freight transportation today; 

“That petitioners have failed entirely 


to sustain their burden of proof of 
(1) competitive relationship between 
themselves and air freight forwarders, 
(2) similarity of operating or ratemak- 
ing conditions between direct air car- 
riers and freight forwarders, or (3) any 
other considerations or factors indicat- 
ing need for board action; That there 
exists no precedent either in fact or in 
law for the isuance of any broad mini- 
mum-rate action against forwarders; and 


“That the applicable law and policy 
of the civil aeronautics act precludes 
interference with the existing freedom 
of air freight forwarders to negotiate 
and publish their own rules and rates 
predicated on their own conditions (sub- 
ject however to board scrutiny and re- 
view under regular procedures of the 
act), and to furnish the full measure of 
distribution service inherent in this func- 
tion, both of which are indispensable 
to the sound and vigorous development 
of air freight transportation in the 
national interest.” 


Burden of Proof 


W.T.C.’s brief also enumerated three 
major points as further rebuttal to the 
petition’s allegations. The first of these 
was: 

1. The essential factual allegations and 
premises of Slick’s petition are entirely 
disproven of record, despite its clear-cut 
burden of proof. 

Pointing to Slick and those allied with 
it as the proponents of the changed 
regulation of the board, the brief said 
these proponents have the “clear-cut” 
burden of proof on all essential factual 
issues and cited section 7(c) of the ad- 
ministrative procedure act, which reads: 

“Except as statutes otherwise provide, 
the proponent of @@gpie or order shall 
have the burden of proof.” 

Answering a charge in the petition 
that air carriers and freight forwarders 
competed, W.T.C. asserted in point 1 that 
the two could not be in direct competi- 
tion with each other because of the 
different functions in transportation and 
different areas of interest and types of 
service. 

Answering still another charge that 
freight forwarders undercut the rates of 
air carriers, W.T.C. said under point 1 
that the difference in rate levels and 
service rules resulted from the inherent 
differences in the two types of agencies. 
It said that forwarder rates were de- 
signed to promote air freight transpor- 
tation by meeting surface competition 
as fully as their own costs and opera- 
tions permitted, with particular empha- 
sis on distribution service and small ship- 
ments where the economic results of 
their specialization and efficiency were 
most apparent. 


Economic Justification 


As for Slick’s charge that there was 
no economic justification for the for- 
warder’s presence if the only way a for- 
warder could compete with the airlines 
was to charge lower rates, point 1 stated: 

“There is no evidence of record con- 
cerning any actual diversion from direct 
air carriers to air freight forwarders on 
the basis of lower rates.” 


Refuting a final charge made by the 
petition that “. . . rate concessions, if 
passed on to the public by forwarders 
in bitter competition with each other. 
would work a serious injury upon air 
carriers,” W.T.C. in point 1 said: 

“Rate savings developed by air for- 
warders on the basis of their volume 
operations and passed on to the public 
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are highly beneficial to direct air ogy. 
riers by providing them additional tray, 
fic, in desirable heavier-weight ship. 
ments, at their full tariff rates, which 
would not otherwise move by air trans. 
portation at all. Any restriction or ey. 
tailment of rate flexibility, on the oy 
hand, or existing distribution service g 
the other, which air freight forwardey 
now furnish and enjoy, would impeg 
sound development of air freight tran; 
portation and work irreparable injury » 
both direct and indirect carriers.” 
Board’s Jurisdiction 

The second point in W.T.C.’s brig 
was: 

2. The board is without jurisdictig 
to issue any minimum rate order q 
the present record. 

The brief stated that in the origing 
Air Freight Rate Investigation, 9 CA} 
340, the board thoroughly explored the 
jurisdictional premises of the proposak 
before it and took broad action on} 
after making these findings: 

“A. That the form which presen 
competition among _ respondents ha 
taken will result in unduly low, de. 
pressed and non-compensatory rates and 
charges for the transportation of freight 
by air, and that these practices hav 
resulted in unsound economic condi- 
tions in the air freight industry within 
the United States. 

“B. That the rates and charges ip 
effect, and proposed by many respond- 
ent air carriers are unjustly and un. 
reasonably low, and as a result th 
ability of such respondents to provid 
adequate and efficient transportatio 
of property by air has been impairei 
and, unless the causes of such cond: 
tions be removed, will be further in- 
paired or may be impaired. 

“C. That on account of the foregoing 
conditions, respondents as a whole, ani 
many respondents in particular, are now 
conducting their freight operations with- 
in the United States at a substantia 
operating loss... 

“D. That in this emergency an orde 
of the board prescribing the minimum 
rates and charges to be demanded, 
charged, collected, or received is neces- 
sary and desirable in the public interest 
to remove unjust unreasonable rates and 
charges... .” 

The final point made in W.T.C.’s brid 
stated: 

“3. Minimum rate action against al 
freight forwarders would be illegal.” 

Inwsupport of this point, the brie 
stated that the board, in docket 594i, 
decided August 30, 1955, Order E-9532 
Air Freight Forwarder Investigation 
adopted as its own the conclusion of tht 
examiner that continuation of air freigh 
forwarding (including its inherent econ 
omy: of lowering air freight rates) wa 
in the public interest. It added tha 
again, in its recent ruling in the sam 
docket approving joint loading by al 
freight forwarders, the board well stated 
(Order E-9532, sheet 23) that “all rea 
sonable economies which can be achievel 
by forwarders by practices such as joint 
loading become more significant in vie¥ 
of the competitive milieu in which they 
are expected to act as generators of ad- 
ditional air freight.” 


Findings of Fact Asked 
Concluding its brief, W.T.C. asked that 
the examiner and the board make the 
following findings of fact: 
“1. The promotion of air freight pri 
marily in competition with surface trans 
portation and in development of new 
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traffic made possible by combination of 
gir service and forwarder economy is 
the essential function of air freight 
forwarding. It is not competitive with, 
put is complementary to, direct air car- 
rier operations. 

“9 Basic to the carrying out of such 
essential function is the right of the 
ar freight forwarder to negotiate and 
publish his rates predicated on his own 
operating and competitive conditions: 
Differences between and direct carrier 
rates are inherent in the nature of for- 
warding and are not to be regarded as 
unfair or destructive competitive de- 
vices. 

“2 Public use of air freight forward- 
ing is dependent both on specialized. 
personalized, efficient service and on 
overall economies provided by flexible 
forwarder rates and charges: prescrip- 
tion of minimum rates for forwarders 
would increase charges to shippers, dis- 
courage their use of efficient services, 
and destroy the promotional contribu- 
tion of air forwarders, including its 
constructive development of vital dis- 
tribution service for nationwide ship- 
pers. 

“4. The traffic development activities 
and labor-saving efficiencies of air 
freight forwarders are of tremendous 
importance and benefit to direct air 
carriers; any restriction or hampering 
thereof would be injurious to direct air 
carriers, who now transport forwarder 
traffic in desirable consolidated, heavier- 
weight shipments at full tariff rates, and 
would contravene the public interest. 
“5. Petitioners have shown no finan- 
cial or other necessity of any kind for 
the extraordinary administrative relief 
here sought: Absent such showing, the 
matter of cost of service and level of 
specific forwarder rates is not prop- 
erly in issue and there is no basis of 
record for any findings on such matter.” 


Conclusions of Law 


W.T.C. also requested that the follow- 
ing conclusions of law be made: 

“1. The Petitioners have the clear-cut 
burden of proof on all the issues herein. 

“2. The minimum rate power is an 
extraordinary remedy, available only 
upon full and convincing showing of 
pressing emergency or similar extraor- 
dinary situation which cannot be con- 
trolled through employment of normal 
administrative procedures. 

“3. There has never been a _ broad 
scope, minimum rate order issued against 
freight forwarders, either by air or in 
surface forwarding; such type of admin- 
istrative action would be completely in- 
consistent with the nature and economics 
of freight forwarding. 

“4. A minimum rate order cannot law- 
fully be issued against one form of trans- 
portation predicated on the costs and 
conditions of another form. 

“5. The administration of the civil 
aeronautics act has demonstrated clearly 
the promotional nature of air freight 
forwarding both in the interest of direct 
air carriers and the shipping public. 

“6. Inherent in the function of air 
freight forwarding is the making of 
rates predicated upon forwarder econo- 
mies and forwarder conditions, which 
may or may not be lower than direct 
carrier rates on the same commodities. 

“7. Issuance of minimum rate relief, in 
the absence of the direst emergency, 
Would be inconsistent with lawful air 
freight forwarding. 

“8. Issuance of minimum rate relief 
would be destructive of the reasonable, 


free competitive rate-making required by 
the Civil Aeronautics Act and current 
national transportation policies. 

“9, Petitioners have not sustained any 
part of their Burden of Proof: The is- 
suance of any relief on the present record 
would be contrary to law, the facts, and 
the public interest. 

“10. Slick’s petition should be denied, 
and this procedure discontinued.” 

Minimum Ton-Mile Rate 


In its brief, the Emery Air Freight 
Corporation said it did not oppose the 
application of the minimum ton-mile 
freight rates presently prescribed for di- 
rect air carriers to air freight forwarders, 
inasmuch as the lowest Emery rate was 
above the minimum ton-mile rates now 
applicable to direct carriers. The brief 
stated, on this point, that Leonard Hunt, 
executive vice-president of Emery, had 
pointed out in prepared testimony that 
“there may well be a long-range bene- 
ficial effect, not only to Emery, but to 
the entire air forwarder industry, if the 
minimum ton-mile rates are applied to 
forwarders.” 

“No forwarder can really seriously urge 
that it must be allowed to charge lower 
ton-mile rates than the airlines if it is 
to be able to compete effectively,” he 
said. 

He added that this did not mean Emery 
did not believe in promotional low rates 
but contended that the air freight in- 
dustry would not be strengthened by al- 
lowing the forwarders an _ unlimited 
price advantage over the airlines to pene- 
trate the surface market. It was his be- 
lief, that it was not good for one segment 
of the industry (the airlines) to be deter- 
red from meeting the competition of an- 
other segment (the forwarders), partic- 
ularly when a strong direct air carrier 
industry was the segment upon which the 
forwarders relied. 

Airport-to-Airport Service 

Emery did say, however, that should 
airport-to-airport minimum _ ton-mile 
rates for air freight forwarders be es- 
tablished, the examiner and the board 
should find that it would not preclude 
Emery’s, or any other air freight for- 
warder’s, right to file only door-to-door 
rates with the board’s tariff section and 
to quote only such rates to the public. 

Among its reasons for such a provi- 
sion, Emery said, were: That it was 
not equipped to, and did not desire to 
furnish airport-to-airport service; it 
would force Emery to render the “im- 
possible,” in some instances and go to 
great expense, in other instances, to 
render this unwanted service; Emery’s 
door-to-door service would suffer if it 
were mixed with the airport-to-airport 
service; it would be unfair to Emery 
since its competitor, Air Express, was 
not required to do so and published only 
door-to-door rates, and, finally, that 
there was substantial question whether 
filing by Emery of a tariff covering 
airport-to-airport rates and pick-up and 
delivery charges would be in violation 
of the principle that “memorandum 
tariffs may not differ from official 
tariffs.” 

The Emery brief said that for all the 
foregoing reasons no language similar to 
that contained in the minimum rate 
order applicable to the direct carriers 
should be applied to air freight for- 
warders so as to require them to file 
tariffs for the board embracing an air- 
port-to-airport service if they “did not, 
cannot, and do not desire to perform 
such service.” 
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In conclusion, the brief advanced this 
final point: 

“The establishment of airport-to-air- 
port minimum ton-mile rates for air 
freight forwarders should not adversely 
affect Emery’s practice of consigning 
parts of a distribution shipment to a 
connecting carrier at the distribution 
point.” 

It cited rule 7.5, paragraph 5, of 
Emery’s C.A.B. No. 8, which provided 
that “parts of a (distribution) shipment 
may be consigned in care of forwarder 
for reforwarding by connecting carrier 
or United States Post Office, subject 
to the provision of rule 7.2(a).” Emery 
stated its concern that the foregoing 
rule might be adversely affected by the 
establishment of minimum ton-mile rates 
for forwarders in this proceeding, be- 
cause certain considerations expressed by 
the board in the Investigation of Ac- 
cumulation, Assembly and Distribution 
Rules, 12 C.A.B. 337 (195), might be 
deemed to come into play and to in- 
validate the rule. In that case, it said, 
the board required the direct air car- 
riers to eliminate a practice similar in 
some respects to that set forth above 
in rule 7.5, paragraph 5, on the ground 
that it would result in undercutting the 
minimum rates established for direct 
air carriers. 


‘Reforwarding’ Rate 


Emery requested the examiner and the 
board to find that the establishment of 
minimum rates applicable to forwarders 
would have no effect whatever on the 
practice of reforwarding parts of a dis- 
tribution shipment by onward carrier 
for the reason that such a minimum 
rate order would not have any relevancy 
beyond the break-bulk point. This was 
so, it said, because the forwarder was 
providing no service beyond that point. 

Emery said it considered this matter 
one of the most important aspects of 
this case because the use of this practice 
had, in its opinion, been one of the pri- 
mary methods in which it had been able 
to promote air cargo previously moving 
by surface transportation. It said this 
service was designed to provide fast air 
service for the major part of the dis- 
tance between the point of origin and 
the distribution point, and then to select 
the most appropriate means thereafter 
for completion of the journey. 


Forwarder Association 


Robert Seitel, president of Allied Air 
Freight, Inc., in a _ statement dated 
September 5, 1956, on behalf of the Air 
Freight Forwarders Association, sub- 
mitted to the board to clarify its earlier 
stand, called the imposition of minimum 
rates on forwarders “unwise and con- 
trary to the best interest of the public.” 
His statement, in part, said: 

“On the basis of the exhibits which 
have been submitted, and on the basis 
of the recent discussions with the mem- 
bers of the association, it is our position 
that there is no need for imposing any 
minimum rates on forwarders and that 
it would, in fact, be unwise and con- 
trary to the best interests of the public 
to do so. 

“To further clarify our position, I 
might point out that it is my under- 
standing that the purpose of imposing 
a minimum rate requirement on direct 
carriers has been to prevent those car- 
riers from reducing rates to a point 
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where service was being rendered be- 
low proper carrier costs. The imposi- 
tion of a minimum rate on forwarders 
would in no way contribute to this ob- 
jective and would appear to achieve no 
other result than that of suppressing 
normal competitive activity between 
forwarders and of maintaining higher 
freight charges to the public than might 
otherwise be made available. Regard- 
less of the rate at which a forwarder 
sells its services, the direct carrier re- 
ceives its lawful charge.” 

The board announced that the dead- 
line for filing of briefs in the proceed- 
ing, which was originally November 6, 
had been extended to November 13. 


FEDERAL MARITIME 
BOARD NEWS 





F.M.B. Receives Briefs 
On Dual Rate System in 


Great Lakes-Europe Trade 


Briefs have been filed with the 
Federal Maritime Board by a Ship- 
ping conference made up of foreign- 
flag lines in support of the dual- 
rate system they proposed for the 
Great Lakes-European trade, while 
the Board’s public counsel has filed a 
brief in opposition to approval of the 
proposed contract/non-contract rate 
system, which was called into ques- 
tion by a protest of Isbrandtsen Co., 
a non-conference carrier. 


The conference in its brief in No. 795, 
Agreement No. 78302 and Statement by 
the Great Lakes Bordeaux/Hamburg 
Range Westbound Conference, took note 
that it had been intimated that there 
was something wrong about the fact that 
the conference was composed entirely of 
foreign-flag lines. That, said the con- 
ference, seemed “a peculiar attitude to 
take,” since “this whole segment of the 
United States commerce, now recognized 
as an essential trade route, has been de- 
veloped entirely by these foreign-flag 
lines.” 

The conference added that the mat- 
ter had been settled by testimony that 
any American-flag carrier which met 
the standards approved by the board and 
set forth in the basic conference agree- 
ment, would be admitted to conference 
membership. 


Isbrandtsen has yet to file its brief in 
the proceeding. That carrier has con- 
sistently opposed the dual-rate system on 
various trade routes as unlawful per se. 
The board’s public counsel, in his brief, 
said that the board had made it clear 
that it did not “so regard the system,” 
and had disposed of the contention in 
several decisions. 


Under attack is a proposal (the “mer- 
chants’ rate agreement”) that shippers 
agreeing to ship exclusively by shipping 
lines which are members of the confer- 
ence will be charged rates 10 per cent 
less than those charged shippers who do 
not enter into such agreements. The 
conference argued that the “continuing 
agreement” to use only the vessels of 
conference members was the considera- 


tion which justified the difference in 
the rate and eliminated any element of 
unfairness or of undue discrimination or 
prejudice from the situation. 


Public Counsel Opposes 


The board’s public counsel said the 
board should find that the initiation of 
the proposed dual rate system was 
“neither necessary nor required as a 
competitive measure, to insure stability 
of rates and service to shippers in the 
trade, since it has not been shown that a 
strong independent competitor exists in 
the trade, that the trade is overtonnaged, 
or that there is rate instability in the 
trade.” 

He said the system would be unjustly 
discriminatory or unfair as between 
shippers and would be operated to the 
detriment of the commerce of the United 
States, and that the 10 per cent “spread” 
was necessarily unreasonable since a 
competitive need for dual rates in the 
trade does not exist.” 

On the latter point, the conference 
said it had taken into consideration 
the differential in trades all over the 
world. As to competition, the confer- 
ence said that “outsiders” entered the 
Great Lakes trade only in times—as in 
1953—of peak traffic. The conference 
asserted that its members faced con- 
tinuing heavy economic burdens not 
borne by “outsiders,” since they must 
take all traffic, not only high-revenue 
cargo, and could not leave the trade 
when business was poor but must meet 
the needs of special shippers “all in 
contrast to outsiders who come in the 
trade when business is good to take 
the high-revenue cargoes and leave 
when trade is bad.” 

The board’s public counsel argued that 
a provision for liquidated damages in 
the proposed rate agreement was, in 
fact, a penalty provision, which should 
be deleted. The conference observed 
in its brief that that provision was 
being deleted from the agreement. 


Amendments Asked 


Counsel also told the board that, if 
the proposed dual rate system was found 
“otherwise approvable,” the conference 
should be required to amend the agree- 
ment to provide: : 

“a. That cargoes entering the United 
States through ports which are not on 
the Great Lakes be exempt from the 
provisions of the merchants’ rate agree- 
ment. 


“b. That bulk cargoes be exempt from 
the provisions of the agreement. 

“c, For liquidated damages which bear 
a@ reasonable relationship to probable 
losses suffered by the conference lines 
because of failure of signatories to ship 
cargoes on conference vessels.” 


On the matter of cargoes entering the 
U.S. through ports not %n the Great 
Lakes, the public counsel said: 


“Moreover, it is not clear whether the 
merchant’s rate agreement covers cargo 
moving from the Bordeaux/Hamburg 
range to Great Lakes destinations via 
transshipment through other ports such 
as New York, and it is also not clear 
as to whether said agreement is operative 
year ‘round or only during the Lakes 
season. If the agreement covers trans- 
shipments and is operative out of sea- 
son, the system will affect competitive 
relationships between carriers in other 
trades which this conference does not 
serve. To the extent that this proposal 
may so operate upon the routing of 
traffic which moves between ports beyond 
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this conference’s port coverage, it results 
in discrimination against independent 





lines which discrimination is UN justified Mr. 
by any benefit to this conference or the § out-at 
trade which it serves.” the a 
ential 

surant 

. other 

M.A. Adopts New Policy f°"). 
merits 

On Transfer of U.S.-Flag vequll 
° . + AS { 
Ships to Foreign Registry states 

Clarence G. Morse, maritime aq. § 2? | 
ministrator, announced November 5 § * 

ffective that day, that al oe et 
effective at day, at all former } purch 
policies of the Maritime Administra. § than 
tion relating to the transfer of § trate 
American-flag ships to foreign reg. § "© 
istry were terminated. 

Effective simultaneously with the F.M 
termination, the Maritime adminis. ; 
trator established a new general for. J Nee 
eign transfer policy outlining term; 
and conditions for the transfer of ves- § Che 
sels of 3,000 gross tons and over. 

Mr. Morse pointed out that the Th 
Maritime Administration reserved the — Nove 
right, without public notice, to modify in c 


or rescind any of the newly-announced 
policy terms or conditions if circum. 
stances warranted. 


He said that, under the new policy, 
each application would be considered 
on its individual merits on the basis 
of the type, size, speed, general condi- 
tion and age of the vessel, acceptabil- 


ity of the foreign buyer and the coun: Or 
try of registry. M-6 

“Each application will be evaluated mae 
from the standpoint of the need fa appl 
retention of the vessel involved as to § wey 
its possible effect upon the nationa Cooy 
defense, the maintenance of an adequate § fron 
American merchant marine, the foreign § ¢9)_ 
policy of the United States, and the na- the | 
tional interest,” said Mr. Morse. filed 

As a basic part of the new policy Mr. § busi 
Morse said that “no U.S. flag war-buil § cons 
vessel, such as Liberty and Victory type § ing 
dry cargoes, or T-2 type tankers, will be TI 
approved for transfer to foreign own- § shot 
ership and registry unless the American § Will 
owner undertakes a replacement pro- § ing 
gram.” four 

“Transfer of over-age vessels may be § “2 
approved for transfer to foreign own- ard 
ership and registry without a replace- § "© 
ment program, provided the vessel is § 
not needed for purposes of national tT 
defense,” he added. - 

Under the new policy the number ter 
of US. flag vessels to be transferred § tha 
foreign will be determined by the § trai 
Maritime Administrator substantially in § to | 
accord with the following formula: one 

New ship construction: (1) One new §& con 
vessel of 46,000 dwt. or of a smaller & anc 
size satisfactory to the maritime admin- § cell 
istrator; transfer foreign not exceeding: §— not 
2 US.-flag T2 type tankers; or 3 Victory I 
type vessels (AP2’s) ; or 4 US. flag Liber: & hir 
ty dry cargo vessels; (2) One new vessé & con 
in excess of 46,000 deadweight for addi- § act 
tional U.S. flag vessels (Liberty and Vic: & the 
tory type (AP2’s) dry cargo and T § for 
types). For example: 3 T2’s for each nev & F.2 
vessel of 65,000 dwt.; 4 T2’s for new 
vessels of 100,000 deadweight.” chi 

“Transfers to foreign ownership and/ § 
or registry of the above types of US. flag § "= 
vessels will not be approved in con- ~ 
junction with construction programs in- “ 


volving jumboizing, modernization, of 
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other types of conversion of existing U.S. 
flag merchant ships.” 

Mr. Morse said that the new “trade- 
out-and-build” policy did not preclude 
the availability of construction-differ- 
ential subsidy, Title XI mortgage in- 
surance, accelerated amortization or 
other forms of government assistance, 
each of which would be considered on its 
merits and in accord with the laws and 
regulations on the subject. 

As to new ship construction by United 
States shipyards for forign flag owner- 
ship or registry, it was stated that as 
qa general rule, there would be no limi- 
tation as to the nationality of a foreign 
purchaser or as to stock ownership, other 
than to require that such foreign con- 
tractor must be acceptable to the Mari- 
time Administrator. 






















F.M.B. Now Finds 30 Ships 
Needed for Aid Cargoes; 


Charter Provisions Stated 


The Federal Maritime Board on 
November 1 made known its decision, 
in connection with the applications 
of 14 shipping lines for the bareboat 
charter of at least 81 government- 
owned vessels to carry government- 
aid cargoes, that not exceeding 30 
ships should be taken from the 
reserve fleet for that purpose. 


On July 9 the board, by a report in 
M-69, Application of Marine Transport 
Lines, Inc., et al. to Bareboat Charter 
Government-Owned Vessels, denied the 
applications of the shipping lines, as 
well as a request from the International 
Cooperation Administration for 30 ships 
from the reserve fleet (T.W., July 14, p. 
60). In September the board reopened 
the proceeding and said that applications 
filed for charters before the close of the 
business day on October 3 would be 
considered in the course of a new hear- 
ing (T.W., Sept. 29, p. 79). 

The 30 vessels which the board found 
should be taken from the reserve fleet 
will be available to shipping lines desir- 
ing to carry the aid cargoes. The board 
found that the service under considera- 
tion was required in the public interest 
and that privately-owned American-flag 
vessels were not available for charter 
on reasonable terms. 

The board recommended that any 
charter to be granted be for a one-year 
period, subject to the right of cancella- 
tion by the charterer on 15 days’ notice, 
that right, at the option of the adminis- 
trator, to be conditioned on full payment 
to the government of the remainder of 
one year’s charter hire “which will be 
considered as recoupment of break-out 
and lay-up costs, and the right of can- 
cellation by the government on 15 days’ 
notice.” 

It also recommended fixing the charter 
hire rate in an amount determined to be 
consistent with the merchant ship sales 
act of 1946, as amended, and not less than 
the prevailing world market charter rate 
for similar vessels for similar use. The 
F.M.B. added: 

“If the fair and reasonable N.S.A. time 
charter rate as converted to a bareboat 
rate is hereafter determined by the Mari- 
time Administrator to be not less than 
the prevailing world market charter rate 
for similar vessels for similar use and 
consistent with the policies of the 1946 













































act, it is recommended that such con- 
verted N.S.A. rate be adopted as the 
charter hire applicable to vessels char- 
tered as the result of this report.” 


The board also recommended that 
“additional charter hire” based on earn- 
ings above 10 per cent of the capital 
necessarily employed be fixed as pro- 
vided in section 709 of the merchant 
marine act of 1936. 


The board recommended that the ‘Sec- 
retary of Commerce authorize the use 
of the vessel operations revolving fund 
for the activation, repair and deactiva- 
tion cost provided for in Public Law, 
Eighty-fourth Congress. 

It recommended that charterers at all 
times be limited to carrying bulk cargoes 
outbound and be not permitted to carry 
any cargo inbound. However, the privi- 
lege of carrying bulk cargoes inbound 
might be accorded by the Secretary on 
petition of an applicant and after the 
Secretary had satisfied himself that 


‘other American-flag operations would 


not be unduly injured thereby. 

Under the board’s recommendations 
the charterers would not be permitted to 
operate the vessels in coastwise or inter- 
coastal trades. The board also recom- 
mended that privately-owned liner ves- 
sels be utilized to the maximum extent 
possible in moving the government- 
sponsored aid cargoes “bearing in mind 
the ratio that is normally maintained in 
this trade as between liner and tramp 
vessels.” Also, it recommended that the 
Secretary, in allocating government- 
owned vessels, give first preference to 
shipping companies, both tramp and 
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liner, who normally served the trade 
area to which particular cargoes were 
consigned. 

The board said that in the event a 
charter to Grainfleet Steamship Co. was 
concluded, in addition to the afore- 
mentioned restrictions, the charter be 
limited to carrying grain outbound from 
the Gulf, and in addition thereto from 
Atlantic Coast ports only after the mari- 
time administrator was satisfied that no 
American-flag berth operator could or 
would carry the grain. 

The record in the proceeding was held 
open for the purpose of considering re- 
quests from any government agency un- 
able to secure privately-owned American- 
flag vessels at reasonable rates and on 
reasonable conditions to transport its 
cargoes, provided timely advance notice 
of its definite requirements had been 
given. 





Ship Line Acquisition Proposed 


Clarence G. Morse, chairman of the 
Federal Maritime Board, announced No- 
vember 2 that the board had been re- 
quested to approve an agreement whereby 
R. Stanley Dollar and Moore-McCormack 
Lines, Inc., would acquire all the stock 
of the Pacific Argentine-Brazil Line, a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Pope & Tal- 
bott, Inc. P.A.B. serves ports on the west 
coast of North America and on the 
east coast of South and Central America. 

Mr. Dollar, of San Francisco, is a 


substantial holder of stock of the Moore- 
McCormack Lines. 





COURT NEWS 


Home Transfer Case Ruling 
That Frozen Vegetables, 


Fruits Are Exempt Affirmed 


A ruling by a federal district court 
that frozen fruits and vegetables 
fell within the commodity exemp- 
tion clause of section 203(b)(6) of 
the interstate commerce act was 
affirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in a per curiam 
decision on November 5. 


The order was issued in No. 365, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission v. Home 
Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. — 


Under the exemption granted in 203 
(b) (6) trucks transporting agricultural 
commodities (not manufactured products 
thereof) are not subject to regulation 
by the Commission, except for safety 
purposes. 

The federal district court for the 
western district of Washington, said that, 
in the light of a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in East Texas 
Motor Freight Lines v. Frozen Food 
Express, 351 U.S. 49, that fresh and 
frozen dressed poultry were exempt 
agricultural commodities, it was required 
to rule similarly as to frozen fruits and 
vegetables (T.W., Sept. 15, p. 65). 

In its appeal to the Supreme Court, the 








Commission expressed the view that the 
exemption of section 202(b) (6) should be 
construed by the high court “in the light 
of the fact that every determination that 
a commodity is exempt permits unre- 
stricted entry into the transportation of 
such commodity and unrestrained rate 
competition.” 


Broadening of the application of the 
exemption by court decisions has occa- 
sioned concern at the Commission its 
latest expression being that of Commis- 
sioner McPherson in an address before 
the Common Carrier Conference of the 
American Trucking Associations in the 
course of the annual convention of the 
A.T.A. in New York City during the week 
of October 22 (T.W., Oct. 27, p. 24). 


The Class I railroads submitted an 
amicus curiae brief to the Supreme Court 
in support of the Commission’s plea for 
a review of the decision of the Washing- 
ton federal district court. The railroads 
asked that the Supreme Court clarify the 
test which it had laid down in the East 
Texas case to distinguish “simple proc- 
essing” from “manufacturing,” in which 
the court said that if there was a “con- 
tinuing substantial identity through the 
processing stage” a commodity could not 
be said to be “manufactured” within the 
meaning of section 203(b) (6). 


‘Determination’ Case Review 


The railroads also pointed out that 
the question presented in the Home 
Transfer case was pending before the 
federal district court at Houston, Tex., 
in which, by order of the Supreme Court 
in Frozen Food Express v. United States, 
231 U.S. 40, the Houston court would re- 
view the order of the Commission in De- 
termination of Exempted Agricultural 
Commodities, 52 M.C.C. 511. 

In that case the Commission classified 


Here Now! NEW CHEVROLET 
FIRST with the MOST 


They’re out to save you hours and dollars on 

any hauling job... and they've got big new power 
plus the modern features that make it a sure thing! 
They put you way ahead with time- and work-saving 
advantages you won't find in any other truck today! 


Alcan Highway Test Run 
Proves Chevrolet Ruggedness! 


In an AAA-certified endurance run, 6 new Task-Force 
trucks roared up the 1,520-mile Alean Highway (nor- 
mally a 72-hour run) in less than 45 hours! In dramatic 
fashion, new Chevy trucks conquered one of the world’s 
most challenging roads and proved their greatness! 


Year after year—first with the most modern 
features! And again, for 1957, Chevrolet 
brings you the industry’s most advanced 
truck features—new developments that 
have already been proved in a history-mak- 
ing preannouncement test run! (See below. 

For ’57 there’s bold new styling—rugged 
good looks to match Chevy’s remarkable 
stamina and dependability. There’s new 
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TASK:FORCE 57 TRUCKS! 


modern features 


fleet-action power in Chevy’s outstanding 
new engine line-up—with the 195-h.p. 
Loadmaster V8 standard in all 9000 and 
10000 series trucks; and the sensational new 
283-cu.-in. Taskmaster V8 (160 h.p.) stand- 
ard in 5000, 7000 and 8000 series models. All 
told: five high-efficiency V8’s and_ three 
economy leader 6’s in the truck line alone! 


Many models are equipped with bigger, 


brawnier rear axles. And there’s a load of 
heavy-duty options for ’57 — including 
Chevy’s revolutionary 6-speed Powermatic 
transmission, designed especially for heavy- 
load, high-mileage hauling. 

Your Chevy dealer has all the details. 
When you see him, be sure to check the new 
cab features, too. . . . Chevrolet Division of 
General Motors, Detroit 2, Michigan. 


The “Big Wheel” 
| in trucks! 


ci 


A. Cameo Carrier covered 
entire distance without stop- 
ping engine; averaged 18.17 
miles per gallon! 


B. New Super Taskmaster 
283 V8 stole the power show, 
flattening an obstacle course 
of mud, gravel and grades! 


C. 1,520 miles without shift- 
ing gears! Powermatic equip- 
ped heavyweight went all the 
way in a single forward-speed 
range! 





TRAFFIC Worry §§ Nove? 


a large number of commodities as be 

either exempt or non-exempt. The raj, 
roads said that consideration of the ey, 
emption of 203(b) (6) on a “fragmen 

commodity-by-commodity” basis coyy 
not lead to anything but confusion. It say 
any sensible interpretation of the exemp 
tion must come from court review of “th 
only comprehensive treatment ever give 
to the problem, namely that of the Con, 
mission in the Determination case,” 





Home Transfer Statement 
In a statement explaining the positig 
of Home Transfer & Storage Co., Ng 
t v Olmsted, the company’s manager, gai 
Tariff Guide No. 4 | that the company did not want to g 
: frozen fruits and vegetables become @. 
empt products, but that “under the cj. 


RAIL, MOTOR CARRIER cumstances we had no alternative.” 
NAMING: MAJOR , 


AND FREIGHT FORWARDER AGENCY Those circumstances, Mr. Olmstei 
TARIFFS, BOTH CLASS AND COMMODITY. 


| said, were that the Commission had *% 
APPLYING THROUGHOUT THE UNITED sued a cease and desist order againg 
STATES the company, which had been haulig 
frozen fruits and vegetables under a pu. 
chased certificate authorizing the trans 
portation of fruits and vegetables. 

Mr. Olmsted said that “we had to take; 
stand that frozen fruits and vegetable 
were exempt as we were fighting for op 
lives.” 


ISSUED OCTOBER, 1956 


By He said that the company had bem 
specializing in the transportation ¢ 
Bie oweeyatpantg dt frozen fruits and vegetables since 19% 
2th cna and that, as there were no carriers with 
I.C.C. authority to transport frozen fooss 
from the Washington and Oregon ara 
| “we made our first application as early 
as 1946 at the request of our shippers’ 
ACADEMY OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC, INC. That and other applications had bea 
denied, although they were supporté 
NEW YORK PULAREL IEE by some of the largest shippers of froze 
63 Vesey Street Market St. Nat'l Bank Bldg foods in the west, said Mr. Olmsted, adi- 
ing that no applications had bem 
PRICE OWE DOLLAR granted to transport frozen foods from 
the area to points in California “eva 
though this is one of the largest pr- 
ducing areas in the world.” 


; In 1952, Mr. Olmsted said, the compati 
NOW AVAILABLE Gomaasies af tie aot sae 


from points in California to points i 
Oregon and from points in describ# 





This is an up-to-date version of the popular Tariff Guide series, 
: : ‘ " : on * sis f areas of Oregon and Washington wt 
the last of which appeared in 1951. It simplifies the process 0 | 


: “ef f points in Oregon and California. Seven 
selecting the applicable tariff from among the many freight tariffs months after starting operations unde 


“had . ; ar: | fo tude he the certificate, he said, the I.C.C. ir 
in effect. Originally intended as a working tool for = ver im! ta: camer tan « aa 
Tare Ysside hac Cc > increasingly pc ar aS a working too cover the movement of frozen fruits ani 
Tariff Guide has become incre asingly popular a Tt: eee Sy Sena a See tele ee 
throughout the transportation industry. Tariff Guide ! wt , just | cease the operation. He said the con 
is >5 major rai -arrier < rreight forwarder agency pany had expert legal advice that “tlt 
issued, names major rail, motor carrier and freigh | 7 wet! EGD. wes ween” eal teat os the Gk 
tariffs, both class and commodity, applying throughout the Unitec | pany had paid “a good price” for th 
States certificate and had invested a quarte 
c - : | of a million dollars in mechanically 
Price: One Dollar refrigerated equipment to meet shipper 
specifications, “we were certainly in w 
position to cease operations.” 


Mr. Olmsted said that in late 1952 m 
Book Department 1.C.C. representative suggested the filing 
Traffic Service Corporation of another application. That was done 
815 Washington Building he said, and that a joint board in June 
Washington 5, D.C. 1954, recommended the grant of a cél- 
tificate to transport frozen foods bt 
- A : ; 4 
Please send me - copies of Tariff Guide No. 4 @ $1.00 per copy. ! enclose el a ns ee 
after a personal visit to Washington 
by Mr. Olmsted and the company’s 4- 
torney, the I.C.C. overruled the join' 
Name — board and denied the application. He 
said that oral argument, requested by 
por aa a “indignant” shippers was denied and 
; that shippers had written and wilted 
their senators. He said that one shippe 
even wrote a letter to the President & 

pressing his dissatisfaction. 
After the aforementioned application 
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was denied, said Mr. Olmsted, the com- 
pany filed an application to operate as 
a contract carrier in the transportation 
of frozen foods between points in Wash- 
ington, Oregon and California. He said 
that on May 11 of this year a Commis- 
sion examiner recommended granting 
the authority and that this reeommended 
order had been pending before the I.C.C. 
since that date. 





High Court Notes Probable 


Jurisdiction in Utah Case 


The Supreme Court of the United 
States on November 5 noted probable 
jurisdiction in No. 362, Public Service 


Commission of Utah v. United States, 
an appeal by Utah states officials and 
citizens from a decision of the federal 
district court for Utah which upheld an 
order of the Commission requiring that 
intrastate rail rates in Utah be increased 
15 per cent to match the interstate in- 
crease granted the railroads in Ex Parte 
175. 


The Public Service Commission of 
Utah and the Utah Citizens Rate Asso- 
ciation in their joint appeal to the 
Supreme Court, in expressing the fear 
that states were losing the power to 
set the rates on traffic moving within 
their borders, said that “if the power of 
the states to regulate intrastate rates is 
in fact dead, then it should be buried.” 
(T.W., Sept. 15, p. 66). 
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GULF OF MEXICO 
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BROWNSVILLE 





Serving all ports and points on 
the Gulf Intercoastal Waterways 
from Mobile to Brownsville. 


-----9-----, 


] With new Interstate Commerce | 
| Commission authority, we will | 
soon begin to serve Florida points. 4 


a lelth yee), amas @-\.) 
P. O. Box 9128 
WaAlnut 8-5448 


For lowest cost... 
convenience... outstanding service 








NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
P. O. Box 8243 
BYwater 8397 





All types of cargo 
A 





e BULK ¢ BARGELOAD 
¢ LIQUID ¢ CARLOAD 
© PACKAGE e LESS CARLOAD 





Convenient through routes and rates 
with all river Common Carriers. 
| 
| 


“Fishy-back” vans for door-to-door 
service — motor freight convenience, 
at barge savings. 


Prompt, efficient service with full 
or limited liability. 


“Not the biggest, 
but the best” 


MOBILE, ALABAMA 
P. O. Box 978 
HEmlock 8-3644 













TRAFFIC Worp Noven 


Conflict of Views on Rail 
Strikes Over Grievances 


To Have High Court Review 


The Supreme Court of the Unite; 
States has agreed to review two case 
in which, as the result of conflictin; 
views of two federal appeals court; 
the power of courts to issue injune. 
tions against strikes called over wp. 
settled worker grievances was a}. 
firmed and denied. 


The court granted writs of certiora 
in No. 84, Central of Georgia Railwa 
Co. v. Brotherhood of Railroad Traip. 
men; Local Lodge No. 721, et al., and Ny 
313, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainme) 
etc., et al., v. Chicago River & Indian 
Railroad Co. 

In No. 84 the federal district cour 
for the southern district of Georgi; 
granted a preliminary injunction at th 
request of the railroad, which said tha 
the brotherhood was threatening to cal 
a strike because of a dispute over whic 
the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board had primary exclusive jurisdic. 
tion. The railroad said that the dispute 
was then pending before the Board. The 
US. Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit reversed the district court in 
split decision. The appeals court. hel 
that there was no express provision in 
the national railway labor act in any 
way limiting the prohibitions of th 
Norris-LaGuardia Act, barring the issv- 
ance of injunctions in strike situation 

In the situation involved in No. 31 
the federal district court granted a 
injunction restraining the brotherhooi 
from striking because of failure t& 
reach an agreement on “minor” griev- 
ances and claims, and the U.S. Cour 
of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit up 
held the injunction, holding that th 
national railway labor act interdictei 
strikes over “minor” grievances and that 
the national railway labor act “operates 
to repeal the provisions of the Norris 
LaGuardia ...to the extent that the 
wording thereof might otherwise be sail 
to apply to such railway labor disputes’ 

The brotherhood, in its petition in No 
313, said that the decision appealed in 
No. 84 was announced five days after the 
view of the appeals court decision which 
was the subject of No. 313. 

The brotherhood argued that, even i 
the railway labor act did prohibit strikes 
over minor grievances, it did not repeal 
amend or abridge the Norris-LaGuardis 
act, and that the carriers and the govern- 
ment were left “to such remedies, civi 
or criminal, as may exist otherwise thal 
by injunction.” 

In‘ No. 84 the Central of Georgia saii 
that the question was “whether or no 
the railroad brotherhoods will be permit- 
ted at their whim or fancy to disregard 
the orderly procedure of the railway 1a- 
bor act, refuse to settle dispute in the 
manner provided by the act, and resort 
to the economic pressures of strikes” 
The C. of Ga. added: 


“Is a federal court powerless because 
of the Norris-LaGuardia Act, in such 4 
case, to protect and preserve the orderly 
procedure under the railway labor act? 
If a federal court is so powerless as de- 
cided by the majority in the Fifth Cit- 
cuit, then the effectiveness of a major 
provision of the railway labor act i 
completely nullified and destroyed.” 

In No. 313 the C. R. & I. reviewed 
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viewed 


Even in the best of business families, it’s sure 
to happen. Everything is running smoothly, 
when up pops the unexpected problem. That’s 
when most of us welcome specialized assistance. 

Norfolk and Western traffic representatives 
are specialists. They have years of training and 
diversified experience, a solid background to 
help you solve your shipping problems. 


These men work from N&W offices located in 
important distribution centers throughout the 
U.S. A phone call to the office nearest you will 
bring fast action on any shipping problem, 
whether it’s routine or out-of-the-ordinary . . . 


and, of course, there’s no obligation. 


N&W freight traffic representatives are as near as your 
telephone. Call on them for service without obligation. 


RAILWAY 


PRECISION TRANSPORTATION 
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the legislative history of the national 
railway labor act, asserting that it set 
to rest any question about the intent of 
congress that there should not be strikes 
because of minor grievances. 


LABOR NEWS 





R.R.B. Unemployment, Sick 


Benefit Payments Increase 


The Railroad Retirement Board re- 
ported that it disbursed a total of $51,- 
800,000 for retirement and survivor bene- 





fits and a total of $15,060,000 for un- 
employment and sickness benefits in 
August. 

Retirement and survivor benefits paid 
in August brought to more than $5 bil- 
lion the total of such benefits paid by 
it since the system began, the board said. 

Of the total of 2,100 survivor benefits, 
1,500 went to aged widows and widowers, 
200 to widowed mothers, and 400 to 
children, Lump-sum awards included 
1,400 insurance benefits and 500 residual 
payments. 

Unemployment and sickness benefits 
were more than double the amount paid 
in July, the board said. It said the 
steel strike was responsible for much of 
the increase. Unemployment claims 
increased 77 per cent in August, as com- 
pared with the preceding month, and 
claim payments more than doubled. 








In good hands... 


hands with a heart 


Our entire organization — coast to coast — is fully 


aware of the personal value of all household goods 


we transport. That’s one reason for our genuine interest 


in each move .. . helping to plan a safe and prompt 


delivery .. 
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. making the change as pleasant as possible. 






COAST TO COAST 
LONG DISTANCE MOVING 


General Offices, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 


“the safest distance between two points” 
affiliated with LYON VAN LINES, INC. 








TRAFFIC Worn 


Sickness claims increased 18 per cent ip 
August and claim payments increagg 
12 per cent. 





Rail ‘Non-Op’ Unions Obtai; 
Wage Increases Ultimately 
Totaling 2612 Cents an Hou; 





Negotiators for the nation’s raj. Mot 
roads and 11 non-operating rail en. § For $ 
ploye unions late November | 
reached a long-term agreement coy. § . 7° 
ering wage demands of the union; 
according to the National Mediation, § the se 


Board. 


The agreement, as announced by th 
N.M.B., calls for a wage increase of }j 
cents an hour, effective November | 
1956; another wage increase of 7 cent 
an hour, effective November 1, 1957, an 
an additional 7 cents an hour effectiy 


during 
perien 
opera 
interc 
of 0. 
interc 
said. 


November 1, 1958. bs 
The railroads also agreed, said th h cri 
N.M.B., to apply an additional two an 0 
one-half cents an hour or $425 2 fini: 
month, per employe toward the cost of vo th 
a medical and surgical insurance plan fy 
for dependents of the non-operating rai a” 
workers. relat 
‘Escalator’ Provision Com 

Included in the agreement, it was § dent: 
stated, was a _ cost-of-living escalator § tions 
clause, under which wages would b& § of m 
geared to fluctuations in the Bureau « § artic 
Labor Statistics’ consumer price inde § othe 
announced each month. The rates of pay § for | 
will increase or decrease 1 cent an how ¥ tion: 
for each change of one-half point, w 4 
or down, in that index, with the current § of ¢ 
index figure of 117.1 as the starting §j fell 
point. first 
The first cost-of-living adjustment re- § freq 
lated to the B.L.S. consumer price in- § per 
dex would be made May 1, 1957, and sub secc 
sequent adjustments would be made a § All! 


six-months intervals thereafter. 
Another provision of the agreement, 
according to the N.M.B. establishes a 
moratorium until November 1, 1959, on 
wage increases or decreases (other than 
those set forth in the agreement) an# 
on rules changes affecting compensation. 


Cost of Increase to Carriers 


The carriers’ conference committee rl 
(one for the eastern, another for the ter 
western, and still another for the south- po 
eastern lines) estimated that the in- th 
crease, affecting about 700,000 rail em- 
ployes, would cost the railroads $33 b 
million for the first year of the agree y 
ment if applied to the operating as well 
as the non-operating employes. The in- 
creases to be effected in 1957 and 19% ~ 
would add about $185 million each to fc 
rail pay roll costs, it was said. 

Mediation efforts in the dispute be | ™ 
tween the railroads and the “non-ops” | “ 
began October 2, with Board Members . 
Francis A. O’Neill and Leverett Edwards, | 
of the N.M.B., serving as mediators. , 

Disputes between the railroads, on the h 
one hand, and, on the other, the Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, the Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and q 
Enginemen, the Order of Railway Con- 8 
ductors and Brakemen, and the Switch- : 
men’s Union of North America were 
still in the process of mediation, Novem- 
ber 2, at Chicago, it was stated. f 


In demands they served on the rail- 
roads June 20, the 11 “non-ops” asked 
for a wage increase of 25 cents an hou, 
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effective August 1 (T.W., June 16, p. 
90, and July 7, Pp. 15). 


TRANSPORTATION 
STATISTICS 












Motor Carrier Accident Data 
For Second Quarter Reported 


The Commission, by a notice, says 
thet reports it has received from 2,227 
Class I motor carriers of property in 
the second quarter of 1956, indicate that 
during that period those carriers ex- 
perienced 5,640 reportable accidents and 
operated 1,844,939,000 vehicle-miles in 
intercity service. This established a rate 
of 0.31 reported accidents per 100,000 
intercity vehicle-miles, the Commission 
said. 

The Commission said the information 
had been compiled by its section of motor 
carrier safety in its the Bureau of 
Motor Carriers and had been related to 
vehicle-mileage information developed 
by the Bureau of Transport Economics 
and Statistics. 

“Accidents reported to the Commission 
relate to interstate operations only,” the 
Commission said, “and exclude acci- 
dents which occur in the course of opera- 
tions confined wholly to commercial zones 
of municipalities except when dangerous 
articles are being transported. On the 
other hand, vehicle-miles are reported 
for both interstate and intrastate opera- 
tions. .. . 

“The fatality rate, expressed in terms 
of deaths per 100 million vehicle-miles, 
fell to 14.5, from 16.8 reported for the 
first quarter of 1956. Likewise the accident 
frequency rate decreased to 31 accidents 
per 100 thousand vehicle-miles in the 
second quarter, from .42 for the first. 
Although we lack exactly comparable 
data for other years, it is known that 
these changes are in line generally with 
past seasonal experience. 

“There was little significant change in 
the relative positions of the regions as to 
fasality rates, and none as to accident 
frequency rates. The highest frequency 
rate was recorded for the Central Region 
in both quarters, but it decreased from 
.€ in the earlier period to .39 in the lat- 
ter. Decreases without change in relative 
position occurred in frequency rates for 
the other regions. 

‘Frequency rates for carriers arranged 
by commodity groups showed a high de- 
gree 2f consistency for the two quarters. 
General commodity carriers reported 57 
per cent of the total mileage in each pe- 
riod. In each period the frequency rate 
for this group was just .1 above the 
average. The fatality rate for general 
commodity carriers, on the other hand, 
reversed the downward change by rising 
from 14.7 in the first quarter to 15.2 in 
the second. 

_ “Carriers of iron and steel had the 
highest fatality rate in the first quarter 
and the third highest in the second. Re- 
frigerated commodity carriers had the 
second highest fatality rate in the 
tarlier period and the fourth highest in 
the latter.” 








































































Rail Passenger Statistics 


Passenger revenues, other than com- 
mutation, of Class I steam railways, ex- 











Drumming 
Peanut Oil 
for Export? 


The Alabama State Docks at the Port 
of Mobile is equipped to drum at 
shipside edible oils such as peanut 
oil, soybean oil, cottonseed oil, and 
other types of free-running oils, in- 
cluding inedible oils, for export to all 
parts of the world. 


Facts for Shippers 
About Drumming Oils 


This complete service is performed by 
the Alabama State Docks . 


into drums . 


. . loading 
. weighing drums . 
stencilling . . . and delivery right in the 


ship’s berth at reasonable charges. 


After drumming at the ship berth, ample 
free time is allowed in adjacent, spa- 


cious transit sheds. 


The Docks is also equipped to steam- 
heat the oils that are not free-running at 


reasonable cost. 


The State Docks will 


used drums for the exporter at market 


procure new or 


prices at time of purchase, delivered to 
the State Docks. 


If you are a shipper with particular problems such as drum- 


ming, barreling, boxing, crating or sacking you are assured 
particular attention to your shipping needs at ALABAMA STATE 
DOCKS. Your inquiries are invited. 


INTERIOR OFFICES: 


G. W. Altvater 

25 Broadway 
New York 4, New York 
Phone Whitehall 3-0079 


Joseph Zorich 
327 So. La Salle St. 
Chicago 4, Illinois 

Phone WEbster 9-7578 


PORT OF MOBILE 


Pp 





ALABAMA STATE DOCKS DEPARTMENT 


DRAWER 72) 


MOBILE 4, ALABAMA e Phone HErn 248) 
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clusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, totaled $45,429,167 in coaches and 
$17,912,911 in parlor and sleeping cars 
for July, 1956, as against $45,427,937 in 
coaches and $16,813,346 in parlor and 
sleeping cars for July, 1955 (showing 
little change in coaches and an increase 
of 6.5 per cent in parlor and sleeping 
cars, according to a compilation by the 
Commission’s Bureau of Transport Eco- 
nomics and Statistics, of passenger traffic 
statistics, other than commutation, state- 
ment M-250. 

For the seven months ended with July, 
1956, passenger revenues amounted to 
$249,721,124 in coaches and $129,365,413 
in parlor and sleeping cars, as compared 
with $245,658,286 in coaches and $127,- 
380,173 in parlor and sleeping cars, for 
the corresponding period of 1955, show- 








ese 


ing increases of 1.7 per cent in coaches 
and 1.6 per cent in parlor and sleeping 
cars. 





1955 Inland Water Freight 
Increase Reported by A.W.O. 


The movement of freight on the na- 
tion’s 28,996 miles of inland waterways 
had grown from 297,696,000 tons in 1950 
to 362,282,074 tons in 1955, and from 
51,600,000,000 ton-miles in 1950 to 97,- 
622,567,000 ton-miles in 1955, according 
to American Waterways Operators, Inc. 

Waterways reporting more than one 
million tons of water-borne commerce 
last year numbered 86, said the A.W.O. 
It gave their tonnages as follows: 


KEEPS HOUSEHOLD GOODS 


““CHtresh as a Daisy” 


You'll like the way a ®Sanitized United move 


iS keeps furnishings fresh and clean... reduces the 
Nhazards of harmful mildew, mold and odor... makes 
moving so much more pleasant. And this exclusive 
United safeguard—the same hygienic protection used 
and approved by leading hospitals and dairies—costs 


nothing extra. 


See yellow pages of your phone book 





for the name of your nearest United Agent. 


GO SAFER...GO ®SANITIZED...GO UNITED. 


a 
United van LINES, INC. 


UNITED VAN LINES (CANADA) LTD. 
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New York Harbor, Upper Bay, 133. 
663,668; Detroit River, Mich., 132,507.39 
St. Marys River, Mich., 119,434,263. § 
Clair River, Mich., 119,320,917; Channg 
in Lake St. Clair, Mich., 118,185,078: g 


399,094. 


Marys Falls Canal, Mich., 114,643 99 
New York and New Jersey Channa} river 
N.Y., 95,166,926. 471; 

Mississippi River—Minneapolis to ty wilm 
Gulf of Mexico, 94,041,765. By section § norfc 
New Orleans, La., to Gulf, 63,35399¢% pride 
Baton Rouge, La., to but not includiy § svan 
New Orleans, 43,986,031; mouth of ty Sc., 
Ohio River to Baton Rouge, La., 28,43. 8 pistr 
166; mouth of the Missouri river to mou & trict, 
of the Ohio, 20,173,035; Minneapolis » § 623.8: 
mouth of the Missouri River, 18,635,3% La 

Delaware River—Trenton, N.J., to te Mert 
sea, 88,579,871. By sections: Philade § pes 
phia, Pa., to the sea, 86,753,696; Phil. Rive 
delphia, Pa., to Trenton, N.J., 11,009.87 § mai 

New York Harbor, lower entran§ cost 
channel, 85,270,018; Ohio River, Pits § micl 
burgh to mouth; 71,461,178; Sabin § mic! 
Neches Waterway, Texas, 56,233,895; Ear § sno 
River, N.Y., 48,868,517; Patapsco Rive C 
Md., 45,823,878; Hudson River, Upp: § ore 
Bay to Waterford, N.Y., 44,750,436; Gu & peti 
Intracoastal Waterway, Apalachee Ba, § pon 
Fla., to the Mexican Border, 41,378,85 Kal 
Monongahela River, Pa., and W.Va., 31. wo 
617,975; Port Aransas-Corpus Chrisi § Fo 

_.. Waterway, Texas, 24,330,003. Ch: 

Newark Bay, N.Y., 21,027,044; Hudsn & Riv 
River, Spuyten Duyvil Creek to Water § to 
ford, N.Y., 20,203,377; Columbia ani §— ws 
Lower Willamette Rivers below Van Ch 
couver, Wash., and Portland, Ore., 1§-§ Ri 
826,068; Columbia River, mouth to k- § icc 
ternational Boundary, 19,814,452. By se. ; 
tions: McNary Dam to Kennewic les 
Wash., 715,961; Dalles-Celillo Canal, 1- — mi 
061,691; Bonneville Lock, 1,578,865. 

Illinois River, Ill., 17,390,360; Chicag 
Sanitary and Ship Canal, 16,486,4% 
Calcasieu River and Pass, Texas, 15,36)- C 
366; Schuylkill River, Pa., 15,374,891; Cap 
Cod Canal, Mass., 13,387,922; Bay Ride | 9 
and Red Hook Channel, N.Y., 13,218,871 
Rouge River, Mich., 11,373,765. 0 

Other Waterways k 

Tennessee River, Tenn., Ala., Ky., §- § 
975,007; Delaware and Chesapeake S 
Canal, 9,151,278: Providence River, Rl, § 9 
7,885,917; Kanawha River, W.Va., 7,64 — ! 
259; Elizabeth River, Va., Southem § ° 
Branch, 17,438,024; Harlem River, N.Y ; 
5,842,907; Grays Reef Passage, Mich., j- 

: 


Chelsea River, Mass., 5,361,065; James 
River, Va., 5,196,604; Mystic River, Mass 
4,908,557; Chicago, Ill., South Branch 
4,898,403; Allegheny River, Pa., improvei 
portion, 4,633,179; Coney Island Channel, 
N.Y., 4,627,003; New York State Barge 
Canal, N.Y., 4,616,399. 

Calumet-Sag Channel, IIl., 4,599,98; 
Saginaw River, Mich., 4,510,663; Cape 
Fear River below Wilmington Harba 
N.C., 4,354,834; Willamette River, above 
Portland, and Yamhill River, Ore., 4- 
289,722; Black Warrior and Tombighee 
River, Ala., 4,221,139; Three Mile Cree, 
Ala., 4,128,369. 

Innerharbor Navigation Canal, La. 
3,834,034; Potomac River below Wash- 
ington, D.C., 3,795,561; Niagara River, 
N.Y., 3,469,586; Vancouver, Wash., to the 
Dalles, Ore., 3,216,160; Fore River, Me. 
3,198,846; Missouri River, Fort Benton 
to the mouth (net) 3,139,712; Cumber- 
land River, Tenn., and Ky., 2,877,589; 
Connecticut River below Hartford, Cont., 
2,504,502. 

Plaquemine to Morgan City Route, Lé., 
2,497,066; San Joaquin River, Calif., 2- 
413,938; Sacramento River, Calif. 2- 
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998,431; Elizabeth River, Va., 2,211,326; 
Weymouth Fore River, Mass., 2,153,744; 
Brazos Island Harbor, Tex. (Waterway), 
2,152,393; Lake Washington Ship Canal, 
Wash., 2,120,591. 

Fall River, Mass., 2,013,161; Missouri 
River, Sioux City to Kansas City, 1,911,- 
4m; Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, 
Wilmington N.C., District, 1,827,374; 
Norfolk, Va., District, by sections: Great 
Bridge Lock Route, 1,062,069; Dismal 
Svamp Canal Route, 46,077; Charleston, 
S.C., District, 1,464,554; Savannah, Ga., 
District, 879,882; Jacksonville, Fla., Dis- 
trict, 702,597; Jacksonville to Miami, Fla., 
623,884; Miami to Key West, Fla., 586,711. 

Lake Pontchartrain, La., 1,823,939; 
Mermentau River Bayous Nezpique and 
Des Cannes, La., 1,790,328; Christine 
River, Del., 1,695,580; Chicago River, IIl., 
Main and North Branch, 1,553,116; Ana- 
costia River, D.C., 1,535,939; Grand River 
Mich., 1,529,296; Sturgeon Bay and Lake 
Michigan Ship Canal, Wis., 1,490,665; 
Snohomish River, Wash., 1,487,009. 

Canals and Lock at Willamette Falls, 
Ore., 1,430,903; Eastern Branch Eliza- 
beth River, Va., 1,341,135; Bayou Terre- 
bonne, La., 1,284,145; Missouri River, 
Kansas City to the Mouth, 1,277,632; 
Wolf River, Tenn., 1,210,022; Bayou La 
Fourche, La., 1,179,172; Multnomah 
Channel, Ore., 1,060,431; Island End 
River, Mass., 1,059,657; Above Celilo Falls 
to McNary Lock and Dam, Ore. and 
Wash., 1,057,780; Potomac River, Virginia 
Channel, D.C., 1,045,857; Atchafalaya 
River, La., Morgan City to Gulf of Mex- 
ico, 1,004,433. 

Ninety-one inland waterways reported 
less than one million tons of freight 
movement in 1955. 


Canadian Carloadings Rise 
9.2 Per Cent Over 1955 


The Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 
Ottawa, Canada, has reported that car 
loadings of revenue freight on Canadian 
Railways rose 3.7 per cent to 95,429 in the 
seven day period ended October 21, from 
91994 for the corresponding period in 
1955. This brought the total number of 
cars loaded from the beginning of the 
year to October 21, to 3,582,285, or an in- 
crease of 9.2 per cent over the 3,280,464 
cars loaded in the like period last year, 
the board said. 

The report showed that loadings from 
January 1 to October 21 rose 6.7 per cent 
in the east to 2,323,414 cars, from 2,177,- 
624, while in the west the increase was 
= per cent to 1,258,871 cars, from 1,102,- 

40. 

Principal commodities loaded in 
greater amounts for these comparable 
periods the report stated, were as fol- 
lows: Grain, 375,547 (as against 267,135 
In 1955); iron ore, 217,695 (151,861); 
manufactured iron and steel products, 
65.557 (50,441); crude petroleum, 38,441 
(25,513); fuel oil, 97,989 (84,133); “other” 
mine products, 111,140 (98,179) ; pulpwood, 
157,250 (138,982), and miscellaneous car- 
load commodities, 234,450 (215,645). At 
the same time, commodities loaded in 
fewer cars were: Lumber, timber and 
pulpwood, 185,607 (196,464), and auto- 
— trucks and parts, 71,952 (83,- 

id). 

Total cars received from connections 
for the January 1-October 21 period, as 
shown by the report, rose 6.4 per cent 
to 1,397,940, from 1,314,334. Receipts from 
connections climbed to 5.3 per cent in 
the east to 1,229,148 cars, from 1,167,508, 














Here is a practical and economical, college level home- 
study course in transportation and traffic management, de- 
signed to give maximum training in minimum time—at the 
least expense. The course is equally suited for beginners 
wishing both basic background and advanced training; for 
trafic students with basic background but wishing advanced 
training; and for those already employed in the field wish- 


ing to review all or a portion of the principles. 


Th E course is based on the authoritative four-volume “Trans- 
portation and Traffic Management”, by William J. Knorst, 
Dean, College of Advanced Traffic, and includes 32 Practical 
Problem Projects worked from a set of four Tariff Work- 
books. The eight written examinations, 91 sets of theory 
questions and 32 practical problem projects are analyzed, 
corrected, graded and commented on by a faculty of com- 


petent, experienced traffic men. 


Your inquiry will bring full details by return mail. 


College of Advanced Traffic 


22 West Madison Street ¢ 


Chicago 2, Illinois 


eae ee eae eee ee ee 


Mr. A. E. Berendt, Registrar 

College of Advanced Traffic 

22 West Madison Street 

Chicago 2, Illinois 

Dear Mr. Berendt: 

Please send me complete information about [] The streamlined Home-Study Course 
in Transportation and Traffic Management [] The regular, full-length Home-Study 
Course (G.I. Approved). | understand that this request places me under no 
obligation whatsoever, and that no salesmen will call. 

Name 2 : , = : 

Address 5 —* ae Sone 


a tear — 











si Sin Ie ae acacia eaten 





(1 Check here if you would like details of evening classes at the College’s convenient 
location in downtown Chicago. 


CTW-2-1110 
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FOR SHIPPERS 
Who Rely On Speed 
And Good Service ° 


Southern-Plaza’s consist- 
ent Safety Record assures 
shippers their shipments 
will arrive Safely...In 
Good Order...and On 
Time! 


Get this bonus in 
SAFETY every time 
by scheduling 
your shipments 
Southern-Plaza. 






Fastest 
On Land 
Service 
SOUTHERN-PLAZA EXPRESS, INC. 


DALLAS, TEXAS 


P.0.8OX% 837 



















Basic information for the 
beginner and a broader 
understanding for the 


pro ae 


Industrial Traffic 
Management 


By G. Lloyd Wilson 







Practical and authoritative informa- 
tion that you need to meet the every 


day problems of traffic management. 
36 Chapters Include 


Traffic Management in Modern Industry 
—Shipping Documents—Supervision of 
Receiving—Plant Transportation Man- 
agement—Management of Marine Facil- 
ities—Local Motor Transportation Man- 
agement—Rates and Traffic Manage 
ment—Rate Adjustment Procedure—Tar- 
iff Supervision—Freight Bill Auditing— 
Routing Freight Shipments—Tracing 
Freight Shipments—Expediting Freight 
Shipments—Payment of Freight Charges 
—Loss and Damage Claims—Concealed 
loss and Damage Prevention—Over- 
charge and Undercharge Claims— 
Claims for Reparation—Express Service 
and Rates—Procedure Before Rate and 
Classification Committees—Procedure Be- 
fore State Commissions—Organization 
of Commission—Informal Procedure Be 
fore the 1.C.C.—Shortened Procedure 
Before the Commission—Shipper and 
te Cooperation—Shippers’ Advisory 
r 


315 pages, 52 x 73%, $4.00 
The Traffic Service Corp. 
Washington Bidg., Washington 5, D.C 








while in the west the increase was 15 
per cent to 168,792, from 146,826, said 
the report. 


In the seven day period ended October 
21, the following commodities were shown 
to have been carried in greater quanti- 
ties: Grain, 8,679 (versus 7,189 in 1955); 
iron ore, 9,262 (6,078); gasoline, 3,430 
(2,953), and pulpwood, 3,197 (2,549). Com- 
modities moved in fewer cars included: 
Non-ferrous ores and concentrates, 2,582 
(4,058); crude petroleum, 480 (896); au- 
tomobiles, trucks and parts, 1,321 (1,913), 
and merchandise L.C.L., 14,282 (14,742). 
Cars received from connections for these 
comparable periods showed an increase 
of 5.8 per cent to 35,308, from 33,385. 
The bureau said the White Pass and 
Yukon Route were included in statistics 
for 1956 but not in those for previous 
years. 


Loadings in the eastern division, in 
the latest seven-day tally, rose 1.7 per 
cent to 60,369 cars, from 59,333 in 1955, 
and in the western division the in- 
crease was 7.3 per cent to 35,060, from 
32,661. The report said that iron ore 
and pulpwood were moved in more cars 
in the eastern division, while fewer cars 
of non-ferrous ores and concentrates and 
automobiles, trucks and parts were 
shipped. In the west, grain and iron 
ore were the main commodities shipped 
in more cars. Receipts from connections 
rose 3.7 per cent in the east to 30,852 
cars, from 29,759, while the increase in 
the west was 22.9 per cent to 4,456, from 
3,626 a year ago, concluded the report. 


Compensation Paid to Rail 
Employes Rises for August 


Compensation paid to employes of Class 
I steam railways, exclusive of switching 
and terminal companies, amounted to 
$453,413,060 in August, 1956, as against 
$448,419,005 in August, 1955, an increase 
of 1.11 per cent, according to a com- 
pilation of wage statistics of those roads, 
statement M-300, prepared by the Com- 
mission’s Bureau of Transport Economics 
and Statistics. 


Total number of employes reported by 
the carriers as of August, 1956, was 
1,036,889, a decrease of 59,816 or 5.45 per 
cent, under the number reported for 
August, 1955. 


The total number of hours paid for 
was 6.6 per cent less in August, 1956, 
than in August, 1955. A comparison of 
the number of employes who received 
pay during the month with the total 
hours paid for showed 188 hours an em- 
ploye in August, 1956, and 191 hours in 
August, 1955. In August, 1956, employes 
received pay for 7,666,771 hours of over- 
time which was 4.14 per cent of the 
straight time paid for. 


Compensation for “time paid for but 
not worked,” for August, 1956, was re- 
ported as follows: Executives, officials, 
and staff assistants, $99,366; professional 
clerical, and general, $5,909,295; main- 
tenance of equipment and_é stores, 
$9,499,960; transportation (other than 
train, engine and yard) $3,471,728; and 
transportation (yardmasters, switch ten- 
ders, and hostlers), 724,281. 


In the train and engine service, com- 
pensation for August, 1955, was reported 
as follows: Straight time paid for, $106,- 
506,247; overtime paid for, $12,392,955; 
constructive allowances, $17,474,671; total, 
$136,373,873. Miles actually run totaled 
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358,033,389, and miles paid for but ng 
run totaled 39,130,567. 





Freight Car Supply Report 


U.S. railroads reported an averay 
daily surplus of 3,379 freight cars anj 
an average daily shortage of 13,9} 
freight cars for the week ended Octobe 
27, as compared with a surplus of 3,57 
cars and a shortage of 15,019 cars, on a 
average daily basis, for the week ends 
October 20, according to the car servig 
division of the Association of America, 
Railroads. 

The total surplus for the latest peri 
consisted of 32 plan box cars, six auty 
box, 20 stock, 30 flat, 3,233 refrigerato, 
and 58 miscellaneous cars. The shortay 
for that period was made up of 46% 
plain box, eight auto box, 3,457 gondok, 
5,612 hopper (includes 131 covered), % 
stock, 74 flat, and 11 miscellaneous car 
The carriers reported no shortage 4 
refrigerator cars and no surplus of gon- 
dola or hopper cars. 


Its n 
comb 
press 
abra 
reint 
acco! 
Man’ 
acid: 


or W 

















































f 
A ¢ 
lifter 
ann 
whic 
of u 
hois 
tical 


4 


An 
ply 
bro 
emf 
tair 


TRANSPORTATION 
EDUCATION 


South, Central America, 
Egypt, Represented in A.U. 
Tenth Air Transport Group 


The tenth air transportation in- 
stitute conducted by The American 
University, Washington, D.C., wa 
completed at a luncheon on Noven- 
ber 2 when certificates of completion 
of the institute were awarded t 
students, among whom were included 
two Egyptian officials and several 
representatives of South America 
and Central American countries. 

Dr. John E. McGrath, whose appoint- 
ment to be assistant director of the 
Transportation Center at Northwestem 
University, Evanston, Ill., was made sev- 
eral days later, presided. The certificates 
were presented to the students by Rich- 
ard Bray, dean of the University’s Schal §— ,, 
of Social Sciences and Public Affairs. 

Jennings Randolph, assistant to the 
president of Capital Airlines, addressed 


the students on Trends in Transports: 
tion.” 


tion 
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Certificates Awarded 


Certificates of completion of the ai 
institute were granted the following sti- 
dents: 

Lieutenant Colonel Gerard C. Adams, 
chief, traffic branch, passenger division, 
Military Traffic Management Agency, 
Springfield, Va.; Angelo F. Addona, as- 
sistant to the vice-chairman of the board f 
of directors, Civil Air Transport, Wash- 
ington, D.C.; Lieutenant Jorge E. Allen, 
Chilean Air Force, Santiago, Chile; 
Mahmoud Mohamed Atef, assistant con- 
troller of administration, Civil Aviation 
Department, Cairo, Egypt; Edward Ear! 
Bainter, freight traffic officer (analysis), 
Air Materiel Command, directorate of 
transportation and services, transporta- 
tion division, negotiations section 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 0.; 
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Service Strapping Tape Is strength ratings, averaging 900 and 1100 G.E. board, are locked into position flush against 
merican 47 Glass-Reinforced puncture test and withstanding compressive loads the edge of the dock, thereby preventing dock- 

‘ of 700 and 1,000 Ibs. per lineal foot. beard slippage in either direction. 

L periol g Its new Dutch Brand No. 400 strapping tape 
ix auty BF combines poly ~~ ~ ig rg A84 Adjustable Locks Keep A85 Edge Design of Power 
gerato, resure sensitive adhesive to form a tough, one P be a 
hortage varie resistant tape for use in packaging, Dockboards in Position Turns Stops Jumping 
of 4,68 & reinforcing, palletizing, unitizing and bundling, An adjustable locking device designed for use A power turn for conveyor systems with an edge 
sondok, & according to the Dutch Brand Division of Johns- on its line of dockboards has been introduced design which the manufacturer claims prevents 
ed), % EB Manville. The tape is said to resist salt water, by the Magnesium Co. of America. Known as_ track-jumping has been introduced by the Voss 
us cars BE acids and alkalies and to be rust, water, oil the “Span-lock”, the device attaches to the Belting & Specialty Co. The power turn, known 
tage of Band grease proof. It can be applied by hand dockboard’s safety curb and is locked in place as the “Meshlok”, incorporates nylon rails and 
of gon- & or with standard taping machines. by a lever attachment. The manufacturer states channel-weave mesh belt which can be supplied 


3-Ton Pallet Lifter 
479 For Cranes and Hoists 


A counterbalanced three-ton capacity pallet 
lifter for use with cranes and hoists has been 
announced by the Cady Metal Fabricating Co., 
which states that the lifter facilitates handling 
of unit loads by means of overhead cranes and 
hoists in areas and under conditions imprac- 


that in a typical loading operation, the dock- 
board is placed in position with its floor mem- 
ber flush against the edge of the carrier, and 
two span-locks, one on either side of the dock- 


in a variety of steels and alloys. Units can be 
supplied with belt widths from 12” to 48” and 
in any degree of turn from 30° to 180°, with 
fixed or variable speed up to 100’ per minute. 
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- brochure issued by Metalstamp, Inc. The closure | Address 
on in- § employs short sections of metal strapping; con- i aaa id ci eaten hbn tie aloe deseb acaaaaiaees saa and ee aaadaaais sienna te 
lerican § tainers are assembled from pre-built plywood . 
wag [panels which are locked together by short sec- | IISaiatscskeiis lib hiltaigainin pe i cisssuniticemasadmaiae 
Laat tions of strapping running through adjacent 
- — dosvres. The manufacturer states that the panels, , ° | ° ° ° 
ee Ce ee oe oe ee | e Circle Numbers for free information on this page. 
led to — occupy only 1/6 the space of assembled con- 
cluded — tainers, and that panels are returnable by com- ,; 
) mon carrier at regular lumber freight rates. 1 
several 1 
lerican Truck Designed For | 
es. 481 ‘Difficult’ Loads ; 479 483 487 491 
ppoint- F 4 highway truck designed to handle structural | 
of the BF beams, steel fabrications, telephone poles and ; 480 484 488 492 
— large diameter tubing is described in literature | 
i sf available from the White Motor Co. The com- ! 
‘ifica tes pany states that its 3000 Util-I-Deck truck pro- 481 485 489 493 
y Rich F vides 22% load 
greater payload capacity and is | 
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Conveyor Pulleys 
48 Listed in Catalog 


A 12-page price catalog covering the complete 
line of Barry conveyor pulleys is available from 
the R. & J. Dick Co., Inc. The catalog gives 
specifications and prices of conveyor pulleys 
for original installation or replacement on 
package, production line, portable and general 
conveyor systems. Engineering drawings, illus- 
trations and descriptive matter are included. 


Self-Locking Racks 
48 For Parts Containers 


Automatically interlocking steel racks which ac- 
commodate its line of steel containers have 


Postage 
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been introduced by the Randolph Industrial 
Equipment Co. The racks, which can be set up 
without tools, are designed to accommodate the 
steel containers in width multiples of one, two 
or three units. For stockroom flexibility, the 
company states that the racks can be taken 
down and rearranged by one man, or moved 
interlocked by truck to another position. 


ABB ana ritis in Labels 


A machine which permits users to print their 
own product and content identification labels 
and at the same time fill in variable data has 
been announced by Weber Marking Systems, 
Division of Weber Addressing Machine Co., Inc. 
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The Model 80 Label Printing Machine pig 
from rubber plates made to the user’s spe 
cations; variable information, such as 
weight, color and date, is printed from sti 
back rubber type that can be added to m& 
removed from the plate at any time. The um 
ore available either for outright sale or on, 
rental-purchase option basis. 


A89 For Bait Carriers 


A sensitive impact recorder which the manuly 
turer states was specifically designed for rece} 
ing shocks in railroad locomotives has bem 
developed by the Impact-O-Graph Corp. Ih 
instrument, used for training of crews a 
prevention maintenance, is said to overcom 
the difficulty of recording shock to somethig 
es heavy as a locomotive. 


490 Tray-Type Expendab} 
Pallet Is Introduced 


A tray-type expendable pallet which the mow 
focturer claims has a capacity of up to one i» 
and can be stacked loaded four-high has bem 
introduced by the Titan Pallet Co., Inc. Co 
structed of paperboard, the pallet is handk 
in the conventional manner. Its tray lip seng 
to hold loads more securely, to help cushin 
products, and to prevent possible shifting dé» 
ing transit. The pallet is available in a ramp 
of standard sizes, and in special sizes and fn 
and moisture resistant models on special order 
An illustrated brochure is available from te 


company. 
Booklet Illustrates 
49 Box Engineering 


A revised edition of its booklet, “How to Ex 
neer Corrugated Shipping Boxes’, has be 
published by Hinde & Dauch. The 24-pm 
illustrated booklet describes each step in th 
development of corrugated shipping contain, 
including study of the product to be packag#, 
original engineering, exterior box design, a 
struction of a pilot box, and testing. 


492 ‘Foldaway’ Clip Boar 
For Drivers, Salesma@ 


A metal clip board which attaches to the dab 
board and can be folded away underneath i 
dash when not in use has been introduced 
the General Industrial Co., which states th 
its Travel-Desk can be installed quickly wither 
drilling and incorporates levelling screws © 
compensate for varying dashboard angles. Th 
unit comes with paper and a magnetic mechor 
ical pencil. 


493 operation Described 


A bulletin describing operation of its ‘Guide 
O-Matic” industrial tractor which requires 
operator has been released by Barret-Craveni 
Co. The tractor tows trailer trucks over pre 
determined routes by a system of electronit 
controls. Automatic starting, stopping and switdr 
ing may be controlled from chosen locations. 
Tractor movement is controlled by means of 
electronic signals transmitted from an insulated 
wire imbedded in or taped to the floor, but nol 
connected to the tractor. 
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Real Shipping Problems 





These careful studies of the innumerable problems facing 
traffic and transportation men in their daily work will be a 
valuable working tool to anyone in the field. Containing all 
the Questions and Answers appearing in Traffic World from 
July, 1955, through June, 1956, Questions and Answers 
Book, Volume 8 is arranged by subject matter and thor- 
oughly cross-indexed for immediate location of the prob- 
lem in question. It provides instantly clear and factual 
answers to questions of timely interest, answered by an 
expert on the Traffic World staff. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS BOOK, VOLUME 8... 
















j . . . . 
- belongs on your desk and in the hands of every traffic man in your organization! Its prac- 
to Eg tical answers to problems you yourself may be facing today or tomorrow, its fact-finding 
: sol and thorough analysis of the complexities of traffic regulation and legislation will make it 
in te a ready and reliable reference for you in your work. 
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Major Charles R. Beatty, 
charge, transport control center, Mc- 
Guire Air Force Base, N.J.; Captain 
Angelo J. Billo, chief, commercial trans- 
portation, Edwards Air Force Base, 
Yalif.; 

Major Ruskin M. Bland, commander, 
161lth Air Terminal Squadron, McGuire 
Air Force Base, N.J. 

Also Major Leonidas C. Bradley, facul- 
ty, air command and staff college, Air 
University, Maxwell Air Force Base, Ala.; 
Colonel Antonio Briceno, air attache to 
the Venezuelan Embassy in the US.A., 
Caracas, Venezuela; First Lieutenant 
Charles J. Brittain, commercial trans- 
portation officer, Eglin Air Force Base, 
Fla.; Lieutenant Colonel Alfredo Caste- 
neda, operations manager, Guatemalan 
Aviateca Air Lines; Lieutenant Colonel 
Edward J. Chrysler, assistant division 
chief, special project analysis division, 


officer in 





Graduates of the tenth air 


transportation institute 
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conducted by the American 


Washington, D.C. 


transportation 


know it’s good 
business to ship through 
The PORT OF PORTLAND 


Portland is now making a GREAT PORT EVEN 
GREATER. Approximately $9,500,000 is being ex- 
pended for modernization and expansion. New 
equipment and warehouse space will make Portland 
second to none on the Pacific Coast 

Portland is served by 5 major railroads — over 50 
steamship lines—110 trucking companies—S certi- 
fied air lines and 25 tug and barge lines. 

We solicit your patronage and you in return will 


find “It’s good business to ship through the Port of 
Portland.” 


This portion of Terminal | offers 
the shipper the most versatile 
lumber and general cargo fa- 
cilities on the Pacific Coast. 


Bulk handling facilities at Ter- 
minal 4 dispatch cargo either 
from open stock pile or direct 
from rail cars. 


Commission of Public Docks 


PORTLAND, OREGON 


‘The Columbia River 
Goteway to the World'' 


3070. 0.W. Front 
Portiand 10, Ore. 


research and _ develop- 
ment command, Fort Eustis, Va.; Harold 





E. Cornell, directorate of transportati 
and services, headquarters, Air Mater) 
Command, Wright-Patterson Air For 
Base, O. 

Also Major Jack DeHaas, commande, 
450th Transportation Squadron, Foste 
Air Force Base, Tex.; Terence Jams 
Donegan, supervisor market analysis 
economic forecasts, Wright Aeronautiq| 
Division Curtis Wright Corp., Clifton, 
N.J.; Captain Oscar Louis Ducharme 
Jr., transportation officer, 6590th Syp. 
port Group Headquarters, air research 
and development command, Baltimore 
Md.; Hussein Kamel El-Meligy, director, 
Luxor Airport, Egypt; Annes F. Filippo 
supervisory traffic manager, air terminal 
branch, US. Air Force, Oklahoma City 
Okla. 

Also Lieutenant Colonel Alfredo Gen- 
mell, air attache for Guatemala, Wash- 
ington, D.C.; William J. Green, trafic 
supervisor, Wien Alaska Airlines, Fair 
banks, Alaska; Chief Warrant Officer 
Fred Howe, chief, air freight terminal 
branch, transportation division, Norton 
Air Force’ Base, Calif.; Lieutenant 
Colonel Leon Kasprak, chief,  ter- 
minals division, transportation research 
and development command, Fort Eustis 
Va.; Berneice M. Kinzig, chief, air and 
priorities section, movements contr 
branch, transportation division, Dayton 
Air Force Depot, O.; First Lieutenant 
Albert Samuel Krause, Jr., assistatt 
transportation officer, Olmsted Air Force 
Base, Pa.; Mary Alice Lewis, air trafic 
officer, headquarters, Air Materiel Com- 
mand, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 
O.; Captain Andrew Francis Lipsky, 
station traffic officer, 1254th air trals- 
port group, Washington National Al- 
port; Lieutenant Colonel John Hiram 
McCullough, assistant deputy chief of 
staff, operations headquarters command, 
Bolling Air Force Base, D.C.; Major 
Joseph F. McGarry, transportation of- 
ficer, Gadsden Air Force Depot, Ala. 
Juan A. Mas, Civil Aeronautics Admin 
istration, Panama, R.P.; Ted L. Mon- 
roe, assistant flight line superintendent 
Tucson Airport Authority, Tucson, Ariz 

Also Colonel Robert D. Montagne, 
director of transportation headquarter 
air training command, Scott Air Fore 
Base, Ill.; Captain Russell J. Morgan 
commercial transportation office, Max- 
well Air Force Base, Ala.; Major F. W. 
Myers, Atomic Energy Commission 
Washington, D.C.; Captain Francisc 
Restrepo, Colombian Air Force, Bogota 
Colombia; Major George H. Robb, chiel, 
transportation division headquarter 
Western Air Defense Force, Hamilton 
Air Force Base, Calif.; James Patrick 
Rogers, staff transportation officer, Cen- 
tral Air Defense Force, Grandview Al 
Force Base, Miss.; Captain C. Hylton 
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ae Whether you're sending or receiving, “yy 
of a nee \LWw 
mest whether your shipment is big or small, SN A L 


Major 


i whether you're shipping here or overseas EXPRESS 


= NIN 


While waiting for shipments away overdue, 
Sam aged like Methuselah and looked like him, too. 


Now he’s youthful again, filled with joy effervescent 
His dependable shipping is RAILWAY EXPRESS -sent! 
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ami —always specify Railway Express. You'll find 
on- 


, it makes the big difference in speed, economy, 


‘am | and safe, sure delivery. And now you can make fast, 
ae | €Conomical shipments via Railway Express Agency's 
Fr. W new international air and surface connections. 

It's the complete rail-air shipping service, 


= free enterprise at its best. ™ 
nln ee Safe, swift, sure 
atrick 

Cen- 
y Air Railway Express International Service now includes affiliations with: SEABOARD & WESTERN (and connecting carriers)...TACA...TAN 


[ylton ... BRAZILIAN INTERNATIONAL AIRLINES also SCHENKER & CO. and the AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY foreign connections. 
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Reconditioned FORK LIFTS 



























SAVE MONEY! GET | 
NEW GUARANTEE | 


Good as new! We, as country’s 
best qualified equipment dis- 
+~ibutor, guarantee it! 2,000 to 
15,000 lb. models with solid or | 
pneumatic tires; any size; lift- 
ing height. Clark, Towmotor— 
Moto Lift, Ross and Hyster. 














Write for prices, delivery, 
information. 


. Memputs Eoguremefr) 


= UX 
CONSTRUCTION AND AUTOMOTIVE \Sompang. 


EQUIPMENT AND PARTS 
766 SO. THIRD ST. 













MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 
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HIGHEST STANDARDS 
OF MAINTENANCE f 


A completely modern railroad—that’s 








kept that way! Clearances side-to-side 
and road-bed to underpass as great as 
any road in the world. Maintenance 
that keeps road-beds and right of ways 
in the best shape anywhere. And 
equally meticulous attention paid to 
every shipment, large or small. It pays 
to ship on the Monon! 


© 
MONON RAILROAD 


THE HOOSIER LINE 

















Sagely, wing traffic officer, 161lth Air 
Transport Wing, Military Air Transport 
Service, McGuire Air Force Base, N.WJ.; 
Lieutenant Colonel E. D. Smirnioto- 
poulos, assistant to the Greek Air At- 


tache, Washington, D.C.; Richard S. 
Thomas, air transportation operations 
officer, Olmsted Air Force Base, Pa.; 


Ralph Monroe Wardin, chief, movement 
plans, program and requirements branch, 


Carved above the doors of a new ad- 
dition to Emily Griffith Opportunity 
School, the division of adult and voca- 
tional education of the Denver (Colo.) 
Public Schools, where the traffic man- 
agement classes sponsored by the Traffic 
Club of Denver moved into new class- 
rooms in September, are the words “op- 
portunity” and “achievement”. 

Three new, air conditioned classrooms 
were designed specifically to fit the needs 
of four traffic courses currently offered 
by Opportunity School. A space approxi- 
mately 80 feet long and 30 feet wide is 
divided by two removable partitions to 
accommodate three classes. Large group 
meetings may be held in the same rooms 
with one or both partitions removed. 
Equipment in the classrooms includes 
tariff files and cases. Blackboards will 
have outline maps of the United States 
painted on them for use in illustrating 
traffic problems. Plans are under way 
among the traffic organizations of Den- 
ver to provide an up-to-date traffic 
reference library in the rooms. 

The first traffic management class at 
Opportunity School was organized in 
1839 by the education committee of the 
Denver Traffic Club. An attic room in 
the old original Opportunity School 
building was made available for use by 
the class. 

“Since that time,” says a spokesman for 
the Denver Traffic Club, “a distinguished 
volunteer teaching staff from Denver’s 
carrier, industrial, and commercial traffic 
departments has provided inspiration and 
know-how to almost 2,000 students. Four 
members of the Denver Traffic Club have 
received the certificate of award ‘in rec- 
ognition of distinguished service in the 
field of traffic management’ from the 
Associated Traffic Clubs of America as a 
result of their exemplary service in con- 


This is the class in ‘Fundamentals of Freight Traffic Management’ at the Opportunity School in Denver 
Standing at the back of the class room is the instructor, Henry J. Yunck. 
removable partition. 


76 Enrolled in Four Evening Courses 
Sponsored by Traffic Club of Denver 
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transportation division, headquarta, 
Air Mateiriel Command, Wright-Patte, 
son Air Force Base, O.; Major Lewis; 

West, Jr., staff transportation offe—' 
Eglin Air Force Base, Pla.; Jose Yg 
de la Cruz, transportation econony 
Economic Development Administratip 
San Juan, Puerto Rico, and Major Jigs 
E. Zapata, Colombian Air Force, Bogy, 
Colombia. 














nection with these traffic courses. Ny 
classes have been added over the yey 
to take care of the increasing enrollmay 
and demands for additional traffic gy. 
jects.” 

Four Courses Described 


There are now 76 students enrol 
in four tuition-free evening courses. Ty 


Adult vocational, industrial and general edu 
tion classes, including classes in a fouryeo 
traffic management course, are taught in the 
newly-enlarged Emily Griffith Opportunity School 
Denver, Colo., pictured here. 


classes meet four nights a week. The 
courses are: 


1. “Fundamentals of Freight Trafic 
Management,” instructed by Henry J. 
Yunck, traffic manager of the Colorao 
Milling and Elevator Co. The cous 
covers the study of shipping documents, 
freight classification, freight rate making, 
tariff construction and _ interpretation, 
freight rate structures, claims, terminal 
freight services, express rates, pare 
post service, carrier and industrial trans- 
portation management. 
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Perhaps you have never thought of it in this way. But 
when you, as a traffic executive, route a freight shipment 
over the U.P., an army is at your command. 


retation, 
terminal 
» parcel 
al trans- 


Engineers, brakemen, dispatchers, signal men, 
telegraphers, I.B.M. machine operators, and many 

other employees with not only basic but advanced training 
are at their posts to see that your shipment is handled 
promptly and efficiently. 


So, in a sense, you’re the 4-star man at G.H.Q. To put this 
army in motion, just call your nearest U.P. representative. 
K K K 


Incidentally, the man who contacts you is also a 
convenient source of information about industrial sites 
in the “Union Pacific West.” 
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TEE PEE 
WILLIE SAYS: 





“The election’s over . . . but don't 
forget to keep voting for Willie! 
Keep sending cars via the Trans- 
continental Peoria Way!” 





v/ | 
Toledo, Peoria & Western 
Railroad Company 








FISHY-BACK 
EVERY WEDNESDAY 


Jacksonville to Puerto Rico | 
Virgin, Windward and Leeward Islands 


Cuba-Venezuela 


TMT tole FERRY 


935 Kingman Avenue, 
Jacksonville, Florida 












Rm 2 ae Phone: EXbrook 8-5687 
TWX: JK472 


GENERAL OFFICES: Pier 2, Miami, Florida | 


2. “Advanced Freight Traffic Manage- 
ment,” instructed by Fred C. Broadway, 
rate analyst of the Colorado Fuel and 
Iron Corporation. The course covers the 
study of tariff compilation and inter- 
pretation and rate checking. Rail, air, 
motor, freight forwarder, and express 
tariffs are used. 


3. “Interstate Commerce Commission 
Practice and Procedure,” instructed by 
Orin F. Bridwell, secretary of Northern 
Colorado Coals, Inc. The course covers the 
study of the fundamentals of the inter- 
state commerce act and practice before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
and is preparatory for I.C.C. and A.S.T.T. 
examinations. 


4. “The American Society of Traffic 
and Transportation Course,” instructed 
by Ernest M. Smith, chief clerk, divisions 
of the Denver & Rio Grande Western 
Railroad. The course prepares students 
for two of the examinations leading to 
national recognition and certification by 
the American Society of Traffic and 
Transportation. 


Chairman of the education committee 
of the Denver Traffic Club is Dallas L. 
Cook, director of transportation for the 
Denver Chamber of Commerce. Carl 
Prior, coordinator of distributive educa- 
tion, is the Opportunity School staff 
member in charge of the traffic manage- 
ment program. 


Mr. Smith said that “no mention of 
Opportunity School would be complete 
without a reminder of the fascinating 
idea which took root back in 1913 in the 
mind of a Denver grade-school teacher, 
Miss Emily Griffith. 

“She was not only concerned about her 
pupils, most of whom came from the 
poorer section of the city, but about 
their parents and families, too, who 
seemed to need more schooling and better 
opportunities,” he said. “She finally ap- 
proached the school board with her idea 
of a school for grown-ups. An unused 
down-town school building was finally 
assigned for this purpose, and under her 
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guidance it was an immediate succeg 
Today this famous school ‘for all wh 
wish to learn’ covers an entire squay 
block in its original location and Offen 
vocational, industrial, and generg 
courses of every description with a toty 


for th 
gradus 





registration of over 40,000 each yee & Stuc 
The Denver Traffic Club’s traffic map ' 
agement classes are proud to be asso¢, ae 
ated with such a distinguished endeavor aoe 

porta 

to “t 
A. F. Lane Specifies Three 9°" 
‘Musts’ for Traffic Men send 


The wholly competent industrial trafy 
manager of today must be qualified, dedi. 


cated and visionary, said Arthur F. Lan Ne 
director of traffic for Chas. Pfizer & CG § com! 
Inc., in an address to the graduating clay § the | 
and Alumni Association of Traffic Map. & P825 
agers Institute, at the Taft hotel, Ney & dent 
York City, October 25. erat: 

Being “qualified” meant that the traf. : 
fic manager must know his job and hay aed 
a working knowledge of other depart. mae 
ments, since he acted as liaison betweg oe 
all departments and firms involved ar’ 
the handling of traffic, said Mr. Lam the 
The traffic manager’s educational ani vers 
cultural background was important, kb. retu 
cause the traffic manager must be equi a t 
to meeting officials from interstate com- rag 
merce and all other transportation e- unl 
ecutives on their own level, he said. ten 


Dedication to public service should kk 
the professional attitude of traffic man- 
agers, who were responsible for the switt 
and economical movement of an indu- 
try’s products to the consumer, he é- 
clared. 


The traffic manager of today must k 
visionary, since creative thinking ani 
foresight were necessary to get a seen- 
ingly impossible job done in the face of 
the numerous tariff regulations now in 
force, Mr. Lane - asserted. 


He spoke at commencement exerciss 
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Subjects of the examination given by the American Society of Traffic and Transportation are studied 
by this group at the Opportunity School in Denver. At the rear, standing, is Ernest M. Smith, 
discussion leader. 
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for the members of the institute’s 1956 
graduating class. 





Trucking Company Lets 25 
Students ‘Take Over’ for Day 


Dixie Ohio Express, motor common 
carrier of Akron, O., permitted 25 traffic 
management students in motor trans- 
portation from Kent State University 
to ‘take over” the company for a day, 
November 7. 

The students, all transportation ma- 
jors, “sat in” on every major job in 
management, operations, sales and traf- 
fic, personnel and labor relations, safety 
anc maintenance. 

Newton Morton, assistant professor of 
commerce at Kent State, said this was 
the first time any major trucking com- 
pany in Akron had invited college stu- 
dents to take part in a company’s op- 
erations for a day. 

E. A. O’Hara, vice-president of sales 
and traffic for Dixie Ohio, Neil Vincent, 
sales representative, and Burleigh Smith, 
public relations director, planned the 
event with Professor Morton. 

At noon, the students were guests of 
the company at a luncheon at the Uni- 
versity Club in Akron. Afterward, they 
returned to their assignments and made 
a tour of the terminal docks and ga- 
rages, Where they observed loading and 
unloading operations as well as main- 
tenance operations. 


ADDITIONAL 
TRANSPORT ITEMS 





California, Florida Continue 
To Attract New Residents 


Almost 22 per cent of the families 
which moved from one state to another 
in the third quarter of 1956 moved either 
to California or Florida, according to 
Aero Mayflower Transit Co., Inc., of In- 
dianapolis, Ind. 


Figures based on nationwide move- 
ments of household goods showed that 
14.5 per cent of the interstate moves 
from July through September were to 
California, 7.3 per cent to Florida, Aero 
Mayflower said. 

“Three states, New York, Ohio, and 
Illinois,” it said, “were the biggest con- 
tributors to this California-Florida in- 
flux, although Washington and Oregon 
also lost heavily to the ‘Golden’ and 
‘Sunshine’ states. Mayflower statistics 
disclosed that 28 per cent of the families 
moving into Florida and 20.3 per cent of 
those moving into California came from 
New York, Ohio, and Illinois. California 
also drew 16.4 per cent of its new resi- 
dents from Washington and Oregon .. .” 





N. & W. Bell for A.U. 


Dr. Hurst R. Anderson, president of 
The American University, shown in the 
accompanying photograph (left), and Dr. 
John E. McGrath (center), director of 
the university’s transportation program, 
join C. E. Pond, of the Norfolk & West- 
trn Railway Co., in looking at the new 
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6 WORLD TRADE ROUTES! 


U. K. LINE 
CONTINENT LINE 
MEDITERRANEAN LINE 
AFRICA LINE 
ORIENT LINE 
CARIBBEAN LINE 


That’s the scope of the dependable, regu- 
larly scheduled services provided by Lykes 
54 modern cargoliners . . . the largest 
American flag fleet sailing between U.S. 
GULF PORTS and the world. 


world trade routes include 
156 overseas ports served at 
. . » for shipments routed 


These Lykes 
a total of 
frequent intervals 
“VIA GULF PORTS 

AND LYKES” 





Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. 


General Offices: NEW ORLEANS, HOUSTON, 

GALVESTON, NEW YORK, Beaumont, 

Brownsville, Corpus Christi, Dallas, Kansas 

City, Lake Charles, Memphis, Mobile, Port 

Arthur, St. Louis, Tampa, Washington, D.C. 

OFFICES AND AGENTS IN PRINCIPAL 
WORLD PORTS. 


Limited Passenger 
Accommodations 
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ALL OTHER CARGO 
is carried BETTER by 


MOTORFRATE 


® 100% Hi-Cube Van Fleet 
® 99.49% Claim Free Service 
® Outstanding safety record 


SALES OFFICES 
New York, New York 
Phone BArclay 7-6177 
Washington, D. C. 
Phone JAckson 2-3421 
Terminals in 13 cities 


General Offices 12th Floor, Register & Tribune 
Bidg., Des Moines, lowa 






































88 





locomotive bell in the university’s Mc- 
Kinley Hall. 

Mr. Pond, general superintendent of 
motive power, and R. M. Stickley, Jr., 


assistant to the superintendent of mo- 
tive power, of the N. & W., formally 
presented the retired locomotive bell to 
The American University, Washington, 





D.C., as a part of the celebration of 
National Transportation Week. 


The bell is accompanied by a plaque 
reading, “This locomotive bell presented 
October 25, 1956, to the Transportation 
Program, The American University, by 
the Norfolk and Western Railway Com- 
pany, Roanoke, Virginia. May it be a 
symbol of the finest railroad traditions, 
and a challenge for greater progress in 
the future.” 


The university said that the bell com- 
memorated “the fine working relation- 


ship which has existed between the . 


Norfolk and Western Railway Co. and 
The American University in the trans- 
portation institute program of the uni- 
versity.” Attending the ceremony were 
Dr. Nathan A. Baily, Dean, School of 
Business Administration, and Harold B. 
Wess, Director of Program, School of 
Business Administration, and Dr. Gordon 
Barnewall, Assistant Dean, School of 
Business Administration. 





Airline’s Exhibit Shows 


Sales Cost Comparisons 


American Airlines developed an exhibit 
for a trade show sponsored in October by 
the Boston chapter of the National As- 
sociation of Cost Accountants, in which 
the airline demonstrated the effect of 
speed in transportation on warehousing 
and the effect of additional volume of 
sales on profits. 


One portion of the American exhibit 
showed a reproduction of a pile of coins 
indicated as totaling $6,254 to represent 
the cost of operating through a ware- 
house. A second pile of coins, totaling 
$3,577, represented the cost of operating 
direct from manufacturer to customer. 
Each pile was broken down into various 
cost elements, some being eliminated in 


the case of the direct operation, where 
the transportation cost was shown as 
increasing. 


The other portion of the exhibit was 
a plastic chart, the lower part of which 
showed a constant line for fixed costs, 
with one section labeled “variable costs” 
and another “additional variable costs” 
indicating an upward trend of profits 
according to the variation of transpor- 
tation expense. 





86 Civil Planes a Day Fly 
Over Atlantic, C.A.A. Says 


Eighty-six civil airplanes a day flew 
across the North Atlantic in July and 
August, according to a survey by the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration, US. 
Department of Commerce. 


“This means that about Once every 16 
or 17 minutes a passenger plane, either 
scheduled or non-scheduled, was taking 
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John J. McBride, formerly assistant 
traffic manager for the Mutual Chemical 
Division of Allied Chemical & Dye Cor- 
poration, has been 
appointed traffic 
manager of the 
National Potash 
Co., William B. Por- 
terfield, Jr., vice- 
president and sales 
manager for the 
latter company, 
has announced. 
Mr. McBride was 
associated with 
Mutual Chemical 
for eight years and 
prior to that time 
be served as traffic 
assistant for the Standard Milling Co. 
He is an instructor at the Academy of 
Advanced Traffic, in New York, and is 
also secretary-treasurer of the Academy’s 
faculty association. Mr. McBride is a 
member of the Association of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission Practition- 
ers and the New York chapter of Delta 
Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 
Inc. a 


Robert E. Payne has been named traf- 
fic manager for Dannen Mills, Inc., of 
St. Joseph, Mo. 

*& * ak 

New chief of the freight traffic divi- 
sion of the Bay Area Army Terminal 
Center is Lt. Col. Willard M. Nyburg. He 
succeeds Lt. Col. Benjamin I. LaFlare, 
who has been assigned overseas. Colonel 
Nyburg, who has been with the division 
for the last two years, has been assistant 
chief since last March. 

~ ~ * 

The Corn Products Refining Co., of 
Chicago, Ill., has appointed A. F. Rem- 
mers as general traffic manager, succeed- 
ing F. J. Wade, retired. 





John J. McBride 
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off for a trans-Atlantic flight,” 4 
C.A.A. said. 

“Of the 5,337 trips in July and A 
gust, U.S.-flag scheduled carriers 
2,373, almost as many of the 32 
flown by all the foreign carriers oa 
bined. These are in addition to fligs 
by unscheduled carriers. The CA 
unofficial count did not include milj 
flights, flights by planes operated 
private individuals or business 
and included only a few purely freig 
trips listed by one irregular carrier, 


“The 1956 figures for U.S. schedyy 
carriers showed a slight increase in & 
number of flights over the 1955 recy 
Irregular carriers dropped from }} 
trips in July, 1955, to 223 in the say 
month this year. As was the case ly 
year, Pan American led during the ty 
months of 1956 with 1,449 trips, Try 
World Airlines was second with 924 ay 
the nearest foreign carriers were t% 
Scandinavian Airlines System with 
British Overseas Airways Corporatig 
with 324, and Air France with 305.” 


























J. A. Wallace, director of the genenl 
traffic office of the Ford Motor Co., of 
Dearborn, Mich., has announced the ap- 
pointment of R. M. 
Stevens as manager 
of the company’s 
traffic control de- 
partment. Mr. Stev- 
ens, who was for- 
merly supervisor of 
the company’s traf- 
fic control routing 
section, succeeds J. 
A. Byers, who has 
retired after 24 
years of service with 
Ford. Mr. Stevens, 
joined the com- 
pany in 1943. Prior 
to that time he was associated with the 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton Railroad.” 


CARRIERS 


P. B. Higdon has been elected assistant 
secretary and asistant treasurer of the 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Railway ©, 
effective November 11. 

* 


* ~ 





R. M. Stevens 





F. V. Towle has been appointed get- 
eral agent for the Chicago & Eastem 
Illinois Railroad, with headquarters a 
Nashville, Tenn. He succeeds F. W. Pow- 
ers, deceased. 


* * * 


The St. Louis-San Francisco Railway 
has named W. J. Irwin, formerly assist- 
ant traffic manager, as district manage! 
of sales, to succeed William O. Dodge, 
formerly eastern traffic manager at New 
York, N.Y., who retired November 1 after 
35 years of service. Mr. Irwin has been 
succeeded by P. J. Winters, formerly 
general eastern freight agent. 

* * ~ 


T. D. Slattery has announced his it- 
tention to retire from his position of 
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For YOU 
the LTL’ Shipper... 
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a new “super-service’ TERMINAL 


FE. again that CF “loves LTL”* is 


ens These new time-saving features 
i speed your Portland LTL shipments: Consolidated Freightways’ new terminal in Portland, 
4 @ Double the number of loading Oregon, which was designed for LTL shipments. It 
bays. More than 160 freight-carrying : : ; 
| units can be spotted at the dock at provides you faster, more efficient service on all your 
one tue. LTL shipments. This “super-service” terminal, with 
istant ®@ 1,700-foot endless conveyor line s : ; 
2 mpees vennlag corte to erage ending more than doubled freight handling capacity, was 


bays, increases speed of less-than- 


i wi ds. 
truckload shipments through terminal. built to meet ye Gera eae. 





gen- @ 70,000-sq.-ft. terminal loading 
Stem 
rs at area makes it possible to move 8,600, - 
Pow- 000 pounds of freight through the ter- CONSOLIDATED FRE/GHTWAYS 
minal in a 24-hour period. 
ilway ® 40 per cent increase in radio-dis- Pd. re 
ssist- patched pickup and delivery fleet < {Ch 5 
= and expanded number of city-based Portland's new terminal is typical of = | “h ‘ 
Nev trucks gives shippers faster service CF’s modern western — q S of wt 
after from shipping door to terminal. For ne ” rs ro a ae A) a & 9 
been ® route all your shipments** via CF. ‘NY la. wr Ses 
nerly , Call your local CF terminal for complete ~B 
a ane then-trnchioas. information, or write Customer Service “ar 
& We like large shipments, too. Dept., Consolidated Freightways, 
; in- Portland 8, Oregon, for routing map and list of points served. 
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STREAMLINE 


YOUR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT! 


WE AGREE—running a traffic department is never going 
to be a bed of roses, no matter how you look at it. But 
professionally trained personnel can contribute substantially 
toward making a smoothly running, successful operation. 


The Academy of Advanced Traffic, New York and Phila- 
delphia has for 27 years offered high-level, professional 
training in transportation and traffic management—with 
courses both for beginners and for personnel already in the 
field who wish to advance to executive status. 


Whether you are interested in a special program 
for members of your department, or courses for 
yourself, your inquiry on the attached 
coupon will receive prompt and 
courteous attention. 


ACADEMY OF 
ADVANCED 
TRAFFIC 


New York—Philadelphia 


Academy of Advanced Traffic (Philadelphia area residents may address in- 
63 V St , quiries to the Academy of Advanced Traffic, 
esey Stree 


Market St. Natl. Bank Bldg., Market & Juniper 
New York q N . Sts., Philadelphia 7) 
I > INeXe 


Please send me information about your courses in transportation and _ traffic 


management. I understand that this request places me under no obligation. 


Name 


Address - 


i 
ATW-2-1110 


ee, a 
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resident vice-president and genera] tra, 
fic manager in North America for th 
British & Irish Railways, in Decemly 
for reasons of health, according to & 
British & Irish Railways. Mr. Slatte 
began his railroad career in 1909. 

* * * 

Franklin A. Fitzpatrick has been 
pointed vice-president-staff of the & 
lowing railroads: Bessemer & Lake Ey 
Union Railroad; Youngstown & Nor, 
ern; Domora Southern; McKeesport Cg, 
necting; Lake Terminal; Newburgh, 
South Shore; Birmingham Southe 
Duluth, Messabe & Iron Range, and t& 
Elgin, Joliet & Eastern. Mr. Fitzpatrg 
who will have offices at Chicago, } 
will also serve as consultant to t 
managements of those roads in lay 
relation and personnel matters. 

a % * 

Pacific Intermountain Express, of Os. 
land, Calif., has named Robert E. Duby 
as branch manager at Pomona, Ca 
Mr. DuBois, formerly terminal manag, 
at Long Beach, joined P.ILE. last yy 
when it acquired Public Freight Syste, 
of Los Angeles. He previously sen 
with the Hartford Transportation 
of Newington, Conn. 

* “ * 

John S. Walker, formerly travelix 
freight agent for the Canadian Natiow 
—Grand Trunk Railway System, hy 
been appointed general agent in th 
freight traffic department, at Gray 
Rapids. He began his railway care 
in Grand Rapids 36 years ago asi 
supervisor's clerk. Later he transfene 
to the freight traffic department a 
progressed through several positions t 
his present appointment. 

He * ae 


Appointed district manager of th 
Louisville, Ky., station for Slick Airways, 
Inc., is Andrew James Upton, Jr. Inhis 
new position, Mr. Upton will superis 
all activities in the Louisville area. He 
has had more than 20 years of expei- 
ence in aviation, gained in part as trafic 
sales manager of the southeastern region 
of the Ozark Airlines and as a fied 
representative for the Independent Mi- 
itary Air Transport Association. 

- ~ co 

Raymond A. Norden, president of th 
Seaboard & Western Airlines, has @- 
nounced the election of Edmund 0. 
Schroeder to the newly-created position 
of vice-president of maintenance for the 
airline. Mr. Schroeder, formerly assis- 
ant vice-president of quality cont, 
takes over his new post on November 5. 
The position was created when the ai- 
line separated the maintenance and @- 
gineering activities, mecessitated by 
growth and expansion. Mr. Norden sid 
that as a result of the change, Warten 
H. Renninger, vice-president, who bas 
been in charge of both engineering mi 
maintenance, would henceforth concs- 
trate his attention on engineering. 

a * - 

The election of Fred P. Baker as pres 
ident of Ryder Truck Rental System, 
Inc., has been announced by J. A. Ryde, 
president of Ryder System, Inc. M. 
Ryder said Mr. Baker would continu 
as president of Baker Truck Rental, @ 
Denver, Colo., as well as head W 
Ryder’s “fast-growing truck leasing 0p 
erations,” of which B.T.R. was a part. 

ae Ox oa 

Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc., of NeW 
York, N.Y., has announced the following 
personnel changes: Retirement of B. G. 
Furey, chief of operations, after 28 yeals 
of service, and appointment of Robert E. 
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} Nor From start to finish, your Katy shipments 
ort Ca, are processed, hauled and delivered 
i ma safely, efficiently and on-time. 
and t From powerful terminal hoists and lifts to 
i the newest giant road diesels, Katy uses the latest 


to modern equipment. The magic of Katy radio on-line, 
n lab in yards and at terminals helps save you precious time-in- 
transit to deliver your goods just as you sent them. 
Scores of modern developments, including 100% 
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“; Your local Katy Representative will be glad 
1g op to help you with your shipping problems—tell 
part. you more about Katy’s modern freight 
f New service and how you'll benefit by shipping 


lowing and traveling Katy, Southwest. 
B. 


be am ROUTE SOUTHWEST 
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Traffic Offices 
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R. K. BRADFORD, Vice President - Traffic 


DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD 
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O’Brien, formerly Mr. Furey’s assistant, 
as operating manager; retirement of E. 
N. Smith, claims manager, after 34 years 
of service, and appointment of C. A. 
Gutierrez, formerly Mr. Smith’s assist- 
ant, as claims manager; retirement of 
G. F. Sorland, manager of Mooremack’s 
Stockholm office, after 28 years of service, 
and appointment of Thomas Snowden, 
formerly acting traffic manager in Stock- 
holm, as manager in that city. 
co ok aK 
Robert D. Crompton has been ap- 
pointed public relations representative 
of the Reading Co., at Philadelphia, Pa., 
H. E. Hammer, director of public rela- 
tions, has announced. 
He te u 
R. M. Kennedy has been appointed 
district freight agent, with headquarters 
at Charlotte, N.C., for the Clinchfield 
Railroad Co., succeeding G. J. Mitchell, 
who has retired after more than 47 years 
of service. 
x co a 
Charles H. Smith, who opened the 
Grand Rapids, Mich., office of the Nickel 
Plate Road as a general agent 15 years 
ago, has retired from that railroad at 
his own request, and has been succeeded 
as general agent at Grand Rapids by 
Robert P. Murray. 
% % aK 
The Pittsburgh & West Virginia Rail- 
way Co. has appointed, Edward J. Sie- 
mon, Jr., as freight traffic manager of 
rates and divisions, with headquarters 
at Pittsburgh, Pa. He has been with 
the company for 20 years and previously 
was assistant to the vice-president— 
traffic. 
oe te a 
Appointment of Paul W. Mertz, a 
former Dun & Bradstreet credit analyst, 
to the research department of the Ameri- 
can Trucking Associations, Inc., has been 
announced by Ray G. Atherton, A.T.A. 
general manager. Mr Atherton said Mr. 
Mertz would work as a tax and research 
specialist under the direction of Edward 
V. Kiley. 


% * * 

Norman D. Maurer has been appointed 
assistant coal sales manager for the New 
York Central System, with headquarters 
at Cleveland, O., succeeding Roy Schwart- 
zenberg, who has retired after 42 years 
of service. Richard M. Cornell has been 
appointed division freight sales manager, 
with headquarters at Charleston, W. Va. 
He succeeded Joseph V. Laffan, who has 
retired after more than 48 years of ser- 
vice with the N.Y.C. 

Be * * 

The Minneapolis, Northfield & South- 
ern Railway has announced the follow- 
ing appointments: M. W. Peterson, vice- 
president of traffic, Minneapolis, Minn.; 
M. C. Cashman, general western agent, 
Seattle, Wash.; D. H. Reubish, general 
agent, Seattle, and A. H. Babich, general 
agent, Minneapolis. 

* ue as 

The Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., 
of Cincinnati, O., has appointed Joseph 
Montgomery as sales representative in 
the Philadelphia area. He was formerly 
associated with the Universal Carload- 
ing & Distributing Co. Harold Wood has 
been appointed terminal manager of the 
Richmond, Va., terminal of Wilson. Mr. 
Wood was with the Preston Motor Lines, 
as sales manager, prior to joining Wilson. 

* * * 


Robert J. Williams, sales representative 
for the D. H. Overmyer Warehouse Sales 
Co., of Toledo, O., in the company’s At- 
lanta, Ga., office, has been transferred to 
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Chicago to handle sales for public ware- 

houses coast to coast which are mem- 

bers of Overmyer. 
1 * “ 

The Werner Transportation Co., of 
Chicago, Ill., has announced that Pete 
Greenberg, executive vice-president of the 
company, has sold his interest in the 
firm to Gordon and Morris Greenberg, 
his two brothers, and Harry Werner, pres- 
ident of Werner. Mr. Greenberg will re- 
main with the company temporarily to 
assist in its reorganization, according to 
the announcement. Mr. Greenberg, who 
plans to retire to Florida has resigned 
his office of treasurer of the Illinois 
Minnesota Motor Carriers’ Conference, 
in which he served at one time as presi- 
dent, vice-president and secretary, and 
his membership on the boards of direc- 
tors of the Central Motor Freight As- 
sociation of Illinois and the Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, Kansas City. 

ae e * 

John G. Starkey, formerly district 
freight agent at Santa Ana, Calif., for 
the Santa Fe Railway, has been ap- 
pointed to the newly-created position of 
general industrial agent for the railroad, 
at Chicago. 

* * * 

Raymond A. Anthony, formerly station 
agent at Chicago for Slick Airways, Inc., 
has been appointed district manager of 
the company’s Baltimore, Md., terminal. 
Mr. Anthony, who joined Slick in 1955, 
was previously with the Milwaukee Rail- 
road, the C. Rocco Trucking Co., and 
the Standard Oil Co. 

* * x 

C. E. Chrosniak, general sales manager 
of Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., Kingsport, 
Tenn., has announced appointment of 
the following commercial agents: Louis 
P. Corradi and Thomas F. Graham at 
Secaucus, N.J.; Thomas A, Annesley, Jr., 
at Philadelphia, Pa.; John V. Guin in 
the New England area, and Lewis San- 
derford at Greensboro, N.C. 

* * * 

Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., of Denver, 
Colo., has promoted Raymond D. Childers 
to eastern division sales manager, with 
headquarters at Chicago. Mr. Childers, 
who has been in the motor carrier indus- 
try for nearly 10 years, joined Ringsby 
two year ago. Kenneth Stout, formerly 
dispatcher and assistant traffic man- 
ager for Inland Freight Lines, has been 
appointed assistant terminal manager of 
Ringsby’s Salt Lake City terminal, and 
J. W. Broadwater, formerly sales repre- 
sentative for the company, has been pro- 
moted to district sales manager. 

uk te * 

The Central of Georgia Railway Co. 
has announced the following personnel 
changes: Appointment of C. T. Hopkins 
as assistant freight traffic manager of 
sales and service in Savannah, Ga., suc- 
ceeding W. R. Wilson, who has resigned 
to accept employment with another rail- 
way; appointment of J. F. McKemie as 
assistant general freight agent in Bir- 
mingham, Ala., succeeding C. T. Hopkins, 
who has been promoted, and the abol- 
ishment of the position of division freight 
agent; appointment of G. A. Watson as 
assistant general freight agent at Atlanta, 
Ga., and abolishment of the position of 
division freight agent. The company also 
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Communications for this department 
should be mailed to Editorial Department, 


Traffic World, 815 Washington Building, 
Washington 5, D. C. 
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announced appointment of C. P. Collier, 

Jr. as general agent at Kansas City, Mo., 

succeeding Mr. McKemie, and appoint- 

ment of W. T. Dasher as general agent at 

Denver, Colo., succeeding Mr. Collier. 
* a * 


Robert J. McCabe has been appointed 
interline and agency sales manager for 
the Japan Air Lines’ San Francisco dis- 
trict office, succeeding Peter Murray, 
who has resigned to accept the manager- 
ship of the Transocean Air Lines’ district 
sales office in Honolulu. John H. Wil- 
liams, formerly with United Air Lines, 
has been appointed to the position of 
commercial sales manager, formerly held 
by Mr. McCabe. Mr. McCabe has been 
in airline sales work for 21 years. 

a * 


Appointment of Sidney Moonshine as 
sales representative in the Baltimore 
area for the Baltimore Transfer Co.- 
Motor Freight Express, Inc., System, has 
been announced by Charles C. Hoff- 





A. B. Sparboe, vice-president in charge 
of the overseas division of Pillsbury 
Mills, Inc., will be the speaker at the 
forty-first annual dinner of the Traffic 
Club of Minneapolis to be held in the 
Grand Ballroom of the Hotel Nicollet on 
December 6. Mr. Sparboe will discuss 
international trade. 

The Transportation Club of Spring- 
field (Mass.) will hold a “Ladies’ Night” 
dinner-dance at the Elks Club ballroom, 
on November 14. 

The Wisconsin Valley Traffic Club 
(Wisconsin Rapids, Wis.) has announced 
that November 19 is the last day applica- 
tions will be accepted for a two-year 
home-study course in traffic and trans- 
portation of the College of Advanced 
Traffic. 

x * * 

The Sioux Falls (S.D.) Transportation 
Club will hold a meeting at the Y.M.C.A., 
on November 14. 

a * * 

“A Night in Las Vegas” will be the 
theme of a meeting of the Women’s Traf- 
fic & Transportation Club of Seattle, in 
honor of their bosses, to be held at the 
Transportation Club, on November 13. 
Lawrence M. Curtin, vice-president of 
the North Pacific Region of the Asso- 
ciated Traffic Clubs of America, Clemens 
A. Bursett, president, and Allen Ingra- 
ham, vice-president, of the Men’s Trans- 
portation Club of Seattle, have been 
invited as special guests. 

* a x 


Speakers for the regular meeting of 
the Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley 
(Pa.), Inc., on November 19, at the Hotel 
Bethiehem, Bethlehem, Pa., as announced 
by the club, will be: W. H. Montgomery, 
traffic manager, Reigel Paper Co., Mil- 
ford, N.J., who will present the shipper’s 
viewpoint of transportation today; A. E. 
Enoch, Jr., president, Perkiomen Trans- 
fer Co., Allentown, Pa., who will present 
the viewpoint of truckers, and C. B. 
Schlegel, superintendent, Jersey Central 
Lines, Allentown, who will present the 
railroads’ viewpoint. 
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berger, vice-president in charge , 
sales for the company. Mr. Moonshj 
started in the sales field with q 
Mallory Lines, a coastal steamship ¢ 
pany, at New York, and since that t, 
has done retail sales work in the j, 
York area and for the Baltimore fy, 
of Al Stein’s, Inc., and the Wohlm 
Co. He was manager of the latter og, 
pany. 
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Edward H. Kaplan, 68, operator of iJ na 
Kaplan Trucking Co. for 50 years, i bu 
at his home in Cleveland, O., on on™ 
ber 15. Mr. Kaplan entered the truci 1 
business at the age of 18, six years atm Ch 
he came to this country from Lithum Ce 
He served on legislative and execu c¢ 
committees of both state and natin ¢, 
trucking associations. Ds 
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The annual fall “Ladies Night” dimeh| ‘ 
of the Traffic Club of Baltimore, Ip, 
will be held at the Lord Baltimore hitaf| ‘ 


on November 17. 


a cg * 







The Wachusett Traffic Club (Garde. 
Mass.) will hold “Sportsman’s Night’ st 
the Gardner Fish & Gun Club, Gardner, 
Mass., on November 13. Speaker for the 
night will be Dick Roberts, baskethl] 
and football official. 

x 
















a * 
The Hotel Van Orman in Fort Way, 
Ind., will be the scene of the “November 


15 Party” of the Fort Wayne Transpotts- 
tion Club, Inc. 







* * 


The next regular meeting of the Bu- 
falo Traffic Club, designated as “Con- 
munications Night,” will be held in th 
ballroom of the Hotel Lafayette mw 
November 20. Clarence F. Luck, public 
relations supervisor of the western aa 
for the New York Telephone Co., wil 
discuss and demonstrate telephone ani 
television communications equipment i 
the meeting. 











* * * 


Frank K. Welch, director of traini 
for the Carrier Corporation, Syracus, 
N.Y., will speak on “Developing People 
for Industry,” at the November 19 met: 
ing of the Traffic Club of Syracuse, 
the Liederkranz Club. 

. * oe * 

The Traffic Club of Tulsa (Okla.) wl 
hold its annual “Election and St# 
Party” at the Mayo hotel on Novem 





Items for this department should | 
be in the hands of the Editorial | 
Department, Traffic World, 815 | 
Washington Building, Washington 
5, D.C. not later than Monday | 
preceding the date of issue (Sat- 
urday). Items received later than 
Monday will be published in the 
following week's issue. 
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13. Results of the election will be an- 
nounced after the dinner. 
% me os 

Thomas H. Coulter, chief executive 
officer of the Chicago Association of 
Commerce and Industry, will speak on 
“What’s Ahead in Transportation,” at 
an “Industrial Night” meeting of the 
Chicago Transportation Club, in the Il- 
linois Room of the LaSalle hotel, on 
November 13. 


NEWS OF 
DELTA NU ALPHA 





A feature of the November 26 meeting 
of the Pioneer Valley (Mass.) Chapter 
No. 71 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transpor- 
tation Fraternity, Inc., will be a tour of 
the terminal of Associated Transport, 
Inc., in West Springfield, Mass. Wen- 
dell L. Lasher, traffic manager of the 
Monsanto Chemical Corporation and 
chapter president, has announced. He 
said James B. O’Neil, the terminal man- 
ager, would acquaint chapter members 
with the various phases of “modern 
day” truck operations. The October 29 
meeting of the chapter, held at Ameri- 
can International College, Springfield, 
was devoted largely to a quiz program 
on transportation procedure, the an- 
nouncement said. 

“a a * 

Members of the Louisville (Ky.) Chap- 
ter No. 112 of the Delta Nu Alpha Trans- 
portation Fraternity, Inc., heard an ad- 
dress by Leo A. Meagher, managing 
director of the Better Business Bureau, 
on the “purposes of his organization,” at 
their regular monthly meeting held at 
the Louisville Chamber of Commerce, on 
October 30. L. Duncan Stokes, vice- 
president, who officiated at the meeting, 
reported that the chapter had given a 
scholarship to the University of Louis- 
ville to further the transportation edu- 
cation program at that institution. 

* a * 

The Trenton (N. J.) Chapter No. 38 of 
the Delta Nu Alpha _ Transportation 
Fraternity, Inc., has annuonced that at a 
meeting held on October 25, at the Elks 
Home, a resolution was passed providing 
for the dropping from membership os 
anyone not attending three consecutive 
meetings without a legitimate excuse. The 
chapter is striving to have the most active 
group in the country, the announcement 
said. Guest speaker at the meeting was 
Maxwell Powell, a traffic consultant and 
national recorder of records, whose topic 
dealt with export traffic. The chapter said 
the following companies supplied each 
member and guest at the meeting with 
the various documents needed in export 
traffic: Chase National Bank, foreign de- 
partment; Freedman & Slater Co., New 
York City; The Insurance Co. of North 
America, and Smith Transport, Ltd., Ho- 
boken, N. J. 

* x * 

Captain Donald R. Currier, of the Air 
Force Research & Development Com- 
mand, was guest speaker at the October 
meeting of the University of Baltimore 
Chapter No. 29 of the Delta Nu Alpha 
Transportation Fraternity, Inc., at which 
a film, outlining the mission and showing 
some representative projects of the A. R. 
& D. C. at all its testing centers, was 
shown. 


| Bldg., 
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When answering ads please address as fol- 
lows: Box ——— Traffic World, 815 Wash- 
ington Building, Washington 5, D.C. Rates: 
reader ads, $1.00 a line (approximately 5 
words), minimum three lines. Display ads, 
$15.00 a column inch. ’ 
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Payable in Advance 
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Help Wanted 


We need an Assistant Sales Manager quali- 
fied to administer and direct National Ware- 
housing Sales Organization. Please send 
qualifications and photograph to Box No. 926. 











Desirous of hiring qualified warehousing 
and transportation salesman. Salary plus 
expenses plus bonus. An excellent oppor- 
tunity to join growing and aggressive firm 
with excellent opportunity for advancement. 
Piease send resume to Box No. 925. 


ASSISTANT to General Traffic Manager large 
multi-plant Feed Manufacturer. Must be 
experienced in feed rates and transit rules 
in Official and Southeastern Territories. Ex- 
cellent opportunity. Send qualifications, em- 
ployment history and salary required to 
Box # 939. 


Situations Wanted 


TRAFFIC MANAGER. Industrial, 22 years. 
Well qualified organize new department or 
head present; references furnished, salary 
open. Write Box #944. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER with industry or mo- 
tor carrier. Practitioner and ASTT roster 
member. Good educational backgrourd with 
20 years truck, industrial and C of C ex- 
perience in middlewest. Age 40. Resume 
furnished. Write Box 945. 


Educational Books and Courses 


I.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. In- 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 


LAW OF FREIGHT LOSS AND DAMAGE 
CLAIMS—$8.00. This widely acclaimed com- 
pletely new, concise and accurate guide is 
designed to help the “Industrial Traffic 


| Manager” determine carrier liability ... to 
| help the 
| mine the extent of legal liability—This new 
| reliable guide is for those who have any- 


“Carrier Claim Adjuster” deter- 


thing to do with liability in transportation. 
It is written by John M. Miller, Attorney 
and Secretary A.T.A. Freight Claim Council. 
The author, a recognized authority in this 
specialized field, has examined and carefully 
reviewed over twenty thousand claims filed 
with carriers and each of these claims were 
in controversy. This experience has enabled 
him to select material for this volume which 
will unquestionably provide assistance in 
handling the vast majority of transportation 
claims. This beautifully cloth bound book 
contains 632 pages. Order your copy today 
on 15 days’ approval. If not completely 
satisfied your $8.00 refunded. Wm. C. Brown 
Company, Publishers, 915 Main Street, Du- 
buque, Iowa. 


WHEN DOES TITLE PASS. $6.50. This com- 
pletely new book covers the Passage of Title 
from Shipper to Consignee and explains who 
has the risk of loss or damage in Transpor- 
tation. It is written by Thomas G. Bugan, 
Attorney at Law, Chicago, Illinois. A recog- 
nized authority in the field of transporta- 
tion, as well as a widely known Tax At- 
torney, Mr. Bugan presents the facts and 
the law in non-technical, easy-to-under- 
stand language. This 515 page, cloth bound 
book contains 500 illustrative cases together 
with Definitions of F.O.B., Bailments, Prop- 
erty, Sales, Title and Others. Order your 
copy today on 15 days’ approval. If not 
completely satisfied your $6.50 refunded. 
Wm. C. Brown Company, publishers, 915 
Main Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 








The Ideal 


EEEREAL 
VOLUMES 


for 
TRAFFIC MEN 


“Interstate 
Commerce 


Law & Practice’ 


Three-Volume 
Series 
By Wm. J. Knorst 


Dean 
College of 
Advanced Traffic 


Now you can have available at your finger- 
tips . reference volumes enormous in 
scope... to answer any questions concerned 
with the challenging subject of commerce law 
and practice. This set of three volumes is an 
important addition to the library of any traffic 
man or student of traffic. 


A companion set to the 4-volume series, 
“Transportation and Traffic Management,” 
also by Wm. J. Knorst . . The Three- 
Volume Series is now available, and may 
be ordered now. If you do not already have 
the 4-volume set, order it today, along with 
your set of “Interstate Commerce Law and 
Practice.” 


USE THIS HANDY ORDER COUPON: 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 


Educational Division of The Traffic Service 
Corp. 


Book Sales Department 
22 WEST MADISON ST., CHICAGO 2, ILL. 


Enclosed is check for $ for which 
please ship the following books: 
(J VOLUMES | to II! $22.50 Set (3 Volumes) 


Interstate Commerce Law and Practice 


[) Single volumes may be ordered at $7.50 
per volume 


(1 VOLUMES | to 1V—$30 Set (4 Volumes) 
Transportation and Traffic Management 


Name 
Firm 
Address 
City State 


NOTE: Write for our special study group 
plons for Traffic Clubs, Colleges and Uni- 
versities, etc. 


Zone .. 
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TRAFFIC DATES 


NOVEMBER 


15-16—National Industrial Traffic League (an- 
nual meeting), New York, N. Y. 

19-20—Central Western Shippers Advisory Board, 
Denver, Colo. 

20—Transportation Association of America 

(Southeast Institute of Transportation), 
Atlanta, Ga. 

29-30—Great Lakes Conference of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners (first annual con- 
vention), White Sulphur Springs, W.Va. 

29-30—National Agricultural Cooperative Trans- 
portation Committee of the National 
Council of Farmer Cooperatives (onnual 
meeting), Kansas City, Mo. 


DECEMBER 


4-5—Ohio Valley Shippers Advisory Board, Cin- 
cinnati, O. 
4-6—National Freight Claim Committee of the 


American Trucking Associations,  Inc., 
Miami Beach, Fla. 


6—Traffic Managers Conference of Soy . 
California, Los Angeles, Calif. 


6-7—Trans-Mo-Kansas Shippers Advisory Bog 
Saint Joseph, Mo. 


11—American Waterways Operators, , 
board of directors meeting, New 
leans, La. 


12-13—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, 
Beach, Fla. 


13—Allegheny Shippers Advisory Board, 
burgh, Pa. 


JANUARY 


&-9—Middlewest Shipper-Motor Carrier Cam 
ence, Des Moines, la. 


9-10—Atlartic States Shippers Advisory B , 
Washington, D.C. 

19-23—Truck-Trailer Manufacturers  Associotix 
(annual convention), Coronado, Calif. 


22-24—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, Sy 
Antonio, Tex. 


Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs 


NOVEMBER 


12—Women’s Traffic Club of Milwaukee, 
waukee, Wis. 


12—Traffic Club of North Jersey, Inc., Paterson, 
N.J. 


13—Mobile Traffic 
Mobile, Ala. 

13—Pikes Peak Traffic Club, Colorado Springs, 
Colo. 

13—Traffic Club of Memphis, Memphis, Tenn. 


14—Duluth-Superior Transportation Club, Duluth, 
Minn. 


16—Los Angeles Transportation Club, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 


17—Central Florida Traffic Club, Orlando, Fla. 

20—El Paso Traffic Club, El Paso, Tex. 

20—Women’s Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

21—Chattanooga Traffic & Transportation Club, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 

23—Catawba Valley Traffic Club, Hickory, N.C. 

28—Transportation Club of Bloomington, Bloom- 
ington, Ill. 

29—Transportation Club of Buffalo, Buffalo, N.Y. 


29—Transportation Club of Winona, Winona, 
Minn. 


Mil- 


& Transportation Club, 


DECEMBER 


1—Columbia Traffic and Transportation Club, 
Columbia, S.C. 

4—Canton Traffic Club, Inc., Canton, O. 

4—Traffic Club of Detroit, Detroit, Mich. 

4—Appalachian Traffic Club, Kingsport, Tenn. 


5—Corpus Christi Traffic Association, Corpus 
Christi, Tex. 


6—Flint Traffic Club, Flint, Mich. 


6—Oklahoma City Transportation Club, Okla- 
homa City, Okla. 


6—Traffic Club of Minneapolis, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 


8—New Bedford Traffic Club, Inc., New Bed- 
ford, Mass. 


11—Casper Traffic Club, Casper, Wyo. 


11—Green Bay Traffic Club, Green Bay, Wis. 


11—Central Arkansas Traffic Club, 
Rock, Ark. 


11—Transportation Club of Louisville, Inc., Lovie 
ville, Ky. 
11—Traffic Club of Tulsa, Tulsa, Okla. 


11—Northern New York Transportation Club 
Watertown, N.Y. 


13—Great Falls Traffic Club, Great Falls, N.Y. 

13—Women’s Traffic Club of Louisville, Lovis 
ville, Ky. 

13—Oakland Traffic Club, Oakland, Calif. 

14—Charlotte Traffic 
Charlotte, N.C. 

14—Knoxville Traffic 
Knoxville, Tenn. 

14—Traffic Club of Fort Worth, Fort Worth, Tex 

14—Pacific Traffic Association of San Franco 
Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 

15—Boise Traffic Club, Boise, Ida. 


18—Traffic Club of Fort Smith, Fort Smith, Ar 
26—Enid Traffic Club, Enid, Okla. 


Inc., Littl 


& Transportation Club 


& Transportation (Cd 


JANUARY 


8—Women’s Traffic Association of Jacksonville 
Jacksonville, Fla. 


8—Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Po 


8—Women’s Traffic Club of Richmond, fic 
mond, Va. 


9—Polk County Traffic Club, Lakeland, Fla. 


10—Eastern North Carolina Traffic Club, Raleig’ 
N.C. 


10—Traffic & Transportation Club of Shrevepo" 
Shreveport, La. 


10—Traffic Club of Wichita, Wichita, Kan. 
12—Charleston Traffic Club, Charleston, S.C. 
12—Transportation Club of Seattle, Seattle, Wor 
12—Traffic Club of Tampa, Tampa, Fla. 


12—Transportation Club of Kansas City, Kans 
City, Mo. 


14—Traffic Club of St. Louis, Inc., St. Louis, M 
15—Will County Transportation Club, Joliet, |! 
15—La Crosse Traffic Club, Inc., La Crosse, Wi 





